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General Plan/LCP Implementation Committee
August 13, 2008
3:30 p.m.
City Council Chambers

1. Approve Action Minutes from February 27, 2008 Meeting 3:30-3:35
Attachment No. 1
2. General Plan/LCP Implementation - Master Task List

Update From Staff and Committee Comments
Attachment No. 2 3:35-3:50

3. Fair Share Fee Update

Review report and provide direction to staff on setting fee

Attachment No. 3 3:50-4:45
4. Items for Future Agenda 4:45- 4:50
5. Public Comments on non-agenda items 4:50-5:00

(some exhibits are only available in hard copy and are not included, please contact the Planning Dept. for copies.)
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CITY OF NEWPORT BEACH
GENERAL PLAN/LCP IMPLEMENTAION
COMMITTEE

DRAFT ACTION MINUTES

Chambers, City of Newport Beach, on Wednesday, February 27, 2008,

Members Present:

Ed Selich, Mayor, Chairman

Leslie Daigle, Mayor Pro Tem

Don Webb, Council Member

' Barry Eaton, Planning Commissioner

Robert Hawkins, Planning Commissioner

KX XK[M XX

Michael Toerge, Planning Commissioner

Advisory Group Members Present:

Mark Cross

Larry Frapwell

William Guidero

lan Harrison

Brion Jeannette

Don Krotee

RKIX|X

Todd Schooler

Kevin Weeda ,

Dennis \Wood

E = Excused Abs‘én

Committee Actions

1. Agenda Iltem No. 1 — Approval of minutes
Action: Committee approved the draft minutes.

Vote: Consensus




2. Agenda ltem No. 2 - General Plan/LCP Implementation - Master Task List

Action: The Committee was provided an update on the status of several items
on the master task list.

Vote: none

3. Agenda Item No. 3 - Zoning Code Rewrite — Eating and Drinking Establishments

Action: The Committee reviewed and discussed a.d ion paper describing
an approach that places more of an emphasrs )on ocation, hours of opera’uon

investigate alternative parking
establishments.

Vote: Consensus
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GENERAL. PLAN IMPLEMENTATION TASKS

1. Interim Zoning Resolution (including ability to require development
agreements)
Staff, January 9, 2007 - Complete

2. Procedures to implement single- and two-family design policies
Staff, March 27, 2007 - Complete

3. Zoning Code and Specific Plan rewrite
Consultant with staff mput and rewew

BEIE

4. CLUP amendment
Staff, Consulfants
= Planning Commission recommendation on clarification of policies
re: coastal bluff development, October 18, 2007
= City Council re-approval to correct notice will include clarification of
policies re: coastal bluff development, November 13, 2007
= City Council approval of contract with advocacy firm (D.B. Neish,
Inc.), November 13 2007

em r 4 2007

5. Housing Element certification by HCD
EIP and staff, TBD
= Comments on re-submittal received from HCD September 10,2007
= Revised RHNA approved by SCAG July 12, 2007
» City Council approval of contract with EIP for required update and
certification, December 18, 2007

6. Park Dedication Fee (Quimby Act)
Staff, April 10, 2007- Complete

7. ED Strategic Plan
Staff, ADE and EDC, July 10, 2007 - Complete

08/08/2008



8. Fair Share Fee update

ey

Consultants, Septemb

v  Staff amﬁbrovgrgf contract for nexus study ( Revenue & Cost
Specialists, LLC), October 31, 2007
= Nexus study first draft rev;ewed January 16,2008

W”WW»

» Comn

9. Airport Area infrastructure study and fee(s)
ROMA and Fair Share Consultant, TBD
. E.-rst draft submftted for staff rewew January 23, 2008

10. Inclusionary Housing Ordinance and In-lieu fee
Consultant
= Affordable Housing Task Force review of updated fee study,
November 13, 2007

11.Parking Requirements and Management
Staff, EDC,
»  RFP Issued Ocitober 12, 2007
» No proposals received; ED staff contacted additional firms and
extended deadline to Januafy 31 2008.
g Con,

12.1.CP Implementation Plan
Staff, concurrent with/trailing Zoning Code rewrite

13. City Council Ordinance on development agreements
Staff, February 27, 2007 — Complete
*  North Newport Center DA adopted December 18, 2007

14. Traffic signal synchronization
Consultant and Public Works staff, master plan January 2008

08/08/2008



15.PC rewrite/revisions
Property owners for major ones, their schedule
. Nortmg Newport Center PC adopted December 16, 2007
e it ok
HCIre 5 o) LHEVelopme

L

Staff or consuftant for smaﬂer ones, with Zoning rewrite or second phase,
TBD

16.Banning Ranch Pre-Annexation and Development Agreement
City Council, staff and properfy owners, TBD

17.Harbor Area Management Plan
Consultants, staff and Harbor Commission, September 2008

18.Run-off and Pollution Reduction Plan
Coastal/Bay Water Quality Committee and staff, ongoing

19. Database refinements and maintenance
Staff, refinements TBD, mainfenance ongoing

20.Fiscal Impact Model training
ADE and staff, March 29, 2007- Complete

21.Traffic Phasing Ordinance revision re: NBTAM
Staff, July 24, 2007- Complete

22.Measure S Guidelines revision re: variable FAR
Staff, TBD

Lower Priority

. green buildin

e P e S

= Funding and priority program for construction of noise barriers along
arterials

08/08/2008
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GENERAL PLAN/LOCAL COASTAL PROGRAM
IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTEE

August 13, 2008
TO: MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE
FROM: Public Works Department
Stephen Badum, Public Works Director
949-644-3311

SUBJECT: FAIR SHARE FEE UPDATE

BACKGROUND

The City first enacted the Fair Share Fee in 1984 in recognition of the fact that there
was inadequate funding to complete the arterial highway system and related
components. The necessary improvements included widening existing arterials,
constructing new arterials, and implementing additional lanes at key intersections. All
funding sources including Gas Tax, Measure M, and funding of frontage improvements
by developers were considered in establishing the funding shortfall. The shortfall is
divided by projected increases in traffic from the future development resulting in a fee
per added daily trip.  An update to the Fair Share Fee program was approved in 1994
using the same methodology. _ -

The approval of the updated General Plan in 2006 included an Implementation. Program
chapter and updating the Fair Share Fee is Implementation Program 7.2. An update
was begun during 2007 to reflect changes in the General Plan and it was determined
that this methodology did not meet current legal requirements.

The City retained the firm of Revenue & Cost Specialists (RCS) to update the City's
existing Fair Share Fees (FSF). The attached report provides documentation of the
City's costs which serve as the basis for calculating the circulation system development
impact fee known in Newport Beach as the Fair Share Fee. The updated Fees and
~ related information can be found in Chapter 3 and Appendices A, B and C of the Fair
Share Fee Nexus Report. The Master Facilities Plan (Appendix A) containing the
specifics about the projects that support the fee calculation is a separate document.

This memorandum provides an executive summary of the Report, which includes both
nexus and proportional analyses.- These analyses are intended to (1) identify the
relationship between future land development and its impact on circulations system
needs; and (2) recognize and reconcile the difference between the City's desired level
of service required of new development, per statements in the various General Plan
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elements, with that of the de-facto or actual level of service provided to the existing
community.

In addition to detailed discussions addressing the legal requirements of a fee program,
the approach used in this update to the FSF has another significant change from that
used in previous studies. This analysis uses daily trip-miles as the key indicator of
development impact rather than just daily trips. The use of trip-miles is considered to be
a more appropriate indicator as it reflects the fact that differing types of development
generate not only different numbers of trips but also that those trips typically vary in
length depending on their purpose. For example, commute trips between home and
work are normally much longer than trips between home and the grocery store. The
use of trip-miles results in a clearer assessment of the impact of development on the
circulation system.

CALCULATION OF FAIR SHARE FEES

In California, State legislation sets certain legal and procedural parameters for the
charging of these fees. This legislation was passed as AB1600 by the California
Legislature and is now codified as California Government Code Sections 66000 through
66009. This State law went into effect on January 1, 1989.

AB1600 requires documentation of projects to be financed by Fair Share Fees prior to
their levy and collection, and that the monies collected actually be committed within five
years to a project of "direct benefit" to the development which paid the fees. Many
states have such conftrolling statutes.

Specifically, AB1600 requires the following:

1. Delineation of the PURPOSE of the fee.

2. Determination of the USE of the fee. _

3. Determination of the RELATIONSHIP between the use of the fee and the type of
development paying the fee.

4. Determination of the relationship between the NEED for the facility and the type
of development project. NOTE: Numbers 2 & 4 will be reversed throughout
the chapters in the Report because need should he identified before use.

5. Determination of the relationship between the AMOUNT of the fee and the COST
of the portion of the facility attributed to the specific development project.

The Report, with some additions, utilizes the basic methodology consistent with the
above requirements of AB1600. Briefly, the following steps were undertaken in the
calculation of impact fees for the City and are listed below:




1. Define the level of service needed within the General Plan area for
each project identified as necessary. In some areas, cerfain
statistical measures are commonly used to measure or define an
acceptable level of service for a category of infrastructure. Street
intersections, for instance, are commonly rated based on a Level of
Service {LOS) scale of "A" to "F.

2. Review the land use map and determine the existing mix of land
uses and amount of future additional development. The magnitude
of growth and its impacts can thus be determined by considering

- this land use data when planning needed infrastructure. The
inventory can be found summarized in Table 2-1 and détailed in
Appendix B of the Report.

3. Identify all additions to the capital facilities or equipment inventory
necessary to maintain the identified levels of service in the area.
Then, determine the cost of those additions. This information is
detailed in Appendix A.

4. |dentify a level of responsibility, meaning the relative need (or as
referred to in the accompanying schedules as "PERCENT NEED")
for the facility or equipment necessary to accommodate "growth" as
defined, and as opposed to current needs. It is often based upon
the projects’ ability to create additional capacity for the service
supported by the infrastructure. In this case additional ability to
move more traffic or at a faster pace by adding infrastructure that
adds capacity for more daily trip-miles.

5. Distribute the costs identified as a result of development growth on
a basis of land use. Costs are distributed between each land use
based on its relative use of the capital system. For example, future
street costs are distributed to each land use based on its trip-mile
generation characteristics. '

PROPORTIONALITY TEST

A test for proportionality is important, if for no other reason than because it attempts to
achieve community inter-generational equity, i.e., fairness in balancing the infrastructure
investment made by existing residents and businesses with the investment asked of
new residents and businesses that will benefit from the existing infrastructure. In short,
previous generations of businesses and residents have confributed to the development
of the City’s existing infrastructure and this fact should be recognized by future residents
and businesses by contributing a like (but no more than) amount towards completing
the various infrastructure systems.



It is one thing to identify the many public improvement projects needed through build-
ouf. It is an entirely different thing to assume that all of the identified improvements are
required to meet the demands of the new development. Clearly, some projects are
replacements of the existing infrastructure while others are capacily increasing projects.
Within the category of the latter, they may also be further classified into two categories;

1. Projects dealing with existing deficiencies, i.e., projects required regardless of
whether there is additional development or not. An example would be an
intersection widening project to address a currently deficient LOS. An additional
example would be the replacement of an existing, but aged facility.

2. Projects required as a result of development. An example of this would be an
additional lane at an intersection where traffic flow is currently adequate, but
because of projected development, will ultimately need to be required to maintain
an acceptable LOS.

CHAPTER ORGANIZATION
Within the Circulation System Chapter there are three cost/fee tables. They are:

The first schedule, 3.1, Allocation of Project Cost Estimates identifies the project, its
costs and the relationship, in a percentage, to development. This schedule identifies
the street, signal intersection and bridge projects deemed necessary to accommodate
the additional trip-miles generated by the remaining development identified by the city’s
General Plan. The projects are alsc necessary to eliminate the reduction in the existing
circulation system Level of Service (LOS).

"Marginal Needs-based Impact Fee - This schedule will identify the impact fees that
would need to be adopted to meet the basic capital needs identified in the Report (on
the first schedule at the end of the Chapter, i.e., 3.2) for that infrastructure.

Existing Commitment or "Equity-based Impact Fee - This schedule will identify the
cost (in current nominal dollar value) of the existing infrastructure, including land,
physical improvements and capital equipment. This is the average amount that has
been "invested" by the current community of residents and businesses. This equity will
be expressed in terms of the cost to construct or acquire the assets at current costs.



If the average "equity" (for detached dwellings for example) on this Table is
greater then the average cost on the previous "Marginal Needs" Table, then the
infrastructure system is "front-ended" or has excess capacity. Earlier residents
and businesses of the community have put more of the system into place than
will the remaining un-built portions of the community, (as they build). The
existing community has advanced money to build capacity into the infrastructure
system to meet the needs of residents and businesses not yet there. Adoption of
this level of impact fee would allow the City fo claim that new development is not
being required to pay to eliminate existing deficiencies.

LAND USE ASSUMPTIONS

The undeveloped/underdeveloped land use inventory forms the base for
distribution of the estimated costs of impacts from new development. The
developed land inventory forms the base for distributing the cost of the existing
infrastructure for comparison and for the de facto identification of the existing
levels of service (LOS) provided by those existing infrastructure.

Land Use Definitions. This Report classifies properties as either one of five
residential land uses or several different categories of business development.
These land uses are defined below:

Residential Land Uses include: Low Density, Medium Density, Apartments,
Mobile Homes and Elderly Residential housing units. These developments will
be addressed in terms of dwelling units (DU).

Commercial Lodging includes hotel, motel and business suites. These
developments will be considered in terms of rooms.

Business/Commerce Land Uses include: Restauranis, Regional Commercial,
General Commercial, General/Medical Office, Industrial and Warehouse uses.
These developments will be considered per thousand square feet (TSF).

Specific/Unusual Uses include: Hospital uses (beds), Commercial Recreational
(acres), Newport Dunes (acres) Tennis Clubs (courts) and marina (slips).

The Land-use Database is included in Table 2-1, and provides an inventory of all
private land uses contained within the current City limits. These figures are
based on the General Plan's [and use inventory and a staff analysis of privately
held parcels. The detailed land-use database can be found in Appendix B at the
end of the Report.




SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

City staff has identified just over $364.4 million in needed and desired Circulation
System capital improvement projects required through the City's General Plan
build-out, including both projects related to existing deficiencies and those
needed solely to support future growth. Based on these costs and the schedules
found at the end of each of the remaining chapters of this Report, the portion of
the total costs attributable to future development ($179,287,445) were derived on
a per unit basis for residential land uses and on a per square foot of pad basis for
business land uses. The fees are summarized in Table 2-3, following:

Summary of Recommended Circulation System
Fair Share Fees

R e T Re.céhirﬁended Fair
LandUse. -~ =~ 3 - ShareFees _
Low Density Residential $12,580/Unit
Medium Density Residential ' | $9,470/Unit
Apartments $9,006/Unit
Mobile Homes $6,826/Unit

1 Elderly Residential $8,217/Unit
Commercial Lodging $8,347/Unit

Restaurants $40.001/S.F.
Regional Commercial $20.287/S.F.
General Commercial $19.521/S.F.
General/Medical Office $19.404/S.F.
Industrial Uses $10.120/S.F.
Warehouse Uses $8.357/S.F.
Hospital Uses $15,412/Bed
Commercial Recreational ' $23,218/Acre
No Other Category $3,714/Unit




The adoption of the recommended maximum impact fees supported by the
calculations in this Report (Schedule 2.1) would raise some $179.3 million
(49.19%). Existing fund balances of $595,000 will finance 0.16% of the needs.
However, if this Fair Share Fee schedule is adopted, an additional $184.6 million
in other revenue/capital sources would need to be found, many of which have
been identified on the individual Master Facilities Plan project detail pages. A
combination of Gas Tax, Measure M and Proposition 42 revenues will be used to
address this shortfall. However, a number of other projects will remain under
funded.

Schedule 2.1, identifies the individual and total Fair Share Fee schedule by land-
use and provides a calculation of the potential collection through build-out at the
proposed Marginal-needs Based Fair Share Fee rates and the cost of the total
infrastructure needs, and is the recommended Fair Share Fee schedule for
adoption.

" FORMAT OF THE REPORT

The following format of this Report contains the detailed information relative to
the calculation of the Circulation System FSF schedule recommended by RCS
for the entire City. Appropriate textual explanation is contained within that
chapter, with appropriate cost schedules, listed below and three appendices.

'CHAPTER 3 - Circulation (Major Streets and Bridges) System
APPENDIX A - Circulation System Master Facilities Plan
APPENDIX B - Detailed Land-use Database

APPENDIX C - Detail of Trip-miles by Land-use

ISSUES RAISED AND CONSIDERED

During discussions of the update to the Fair Share Fee, interested parties
identified issues and questions regarding how the fees were going to be
calculated. These have been reviewed and discussed and are described below.

A. Banning Ranch roadways — considerable discussion has occurred due to the
uncertainty of future development in this area and the amount of roadway
construction needed. The General Plan has a preferred use of the area as Open
Space while the owners of the property have presented the City a conceptual
development program. The Circulation Element of the General Plan includes
several arterial roadways crossing the property and is generally consistent with
Orange County Transportation Authority’'s Master Plan of Arterial Highways
(MPAH).



A limited circulation system in the Banning Ranch area is included in the Report
as detailed on Schedule 3.1. The roadways included are based upon the need
for some regional roadway connections regardless of the future use of the
property. Failure to provide these connections results in the need for additional
improvements along Coast Highway between the Santa Ana River and Newport
Boulevard.

Considering that there may be some level of development on the property as well
as other properties nearby, assumptions have been made regarding the
perceniage of use that would be regional in nature and the costs reflect those
percentages. For example the extension of 15™ Street from its current terminus
to Bluff Road is listed on Schedule 3.1 but none of the cost is included in the
FSF. Another example is the extension of 19" Street across the Santa Ana
River which is included with one-quarter of the cost included in the FSF.

Adjustments to the Fair Share Fee can be made, if necessary, at such time as
decisions have been made by the City Council about the level of development
and the selected roadway network.

B. Regional need — This analysis considers what percentage of the needed
improvement costs should be borne by development as well as the share to be
funded by other programs available to the City such as Measure M, Gas Tax, etc.
As noted on Schedule 3.1, the FSF is anticipated to cover just over 49% of the
total cost with the remainder coming from other sources. '

C. Pedestrian improvements — The level of pedestrian improvements has been
scaled back to less than haif of that initially proposed to be included in the FSF
program. Additionally only 50% of those improvements are included in the FSF
in recognition of the benefit of such improvements to the existing community.
Vehicular traffic flow will improve where pedestrian crossings can be removed by
way of an overcrossing or controlled by an enhanced crossing that can be
coordinated with adjacent traffic signals. '

D. Right of Way valuation — The estimates used include the acquisition of right
of way where required to construct the needed improvements. A value of $100
per square foot was used. Discussions with a qualified appraiser have validated
this as a reasonable value. In many cases only a small area of land is needed,
but the impact on the remainder property can be significant and the property
owner must be compensated for this impact. This results in the price per square
foot being much greater than the value of just the land.




E. Contingency costs - The construction estimates include contingency costs
for unforeseen work along with costs for design and construction engineering
expressed as a percentage of the expected construction costs. These

percentages have been analyzed and are felt to be realistic for the overall level of
information available at this time.

Prepared by:

_/

i tks Director
uphé Works Department

Attachments: 1. Circulation System Master Facilities Plan and Fair Share
Fee Calculation and Nexus Report

2. Master Plan of Streets and Highways

3. Improvement Plans and Estimates (Committee only)
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June 3, 2008

Mr. Homer Bludau

City Manager
City of Newport Beach
3300 Newport Boulevard
Newport Beach, CA 92663

RE: Circulation System Development Impact Fee (DIF) Calculation and Nexus Study
Honorable Mayor, Council and City Manager Bludau:

The City continues to recejve private development proposals for the few remaining vacant parcels
and developers wishing to up-size the densities of existing parcels, The City has always absorbed

existing Circulation System Development Impact Fees, (referred to as Fair Share Fees in Newport
Beach) in order to preserve the existing Levels of Service (LOS) currently offered to and enjoyed
by (after having have been paid for by) the existing residents and businesses. The construction
of these additional Projects is necessary to offset the otherwise eventual diminution of the existing
Levels of Service due to the addition of new residential and business development. This Study
calculates the cost of accommodating increased development, by land-use, associated with the
construction of those development-related projects.

The attached calculation and nexus study identifies some $364,441.383 in circulation system
capital acquisitions (streets, signals and bridges) required through build-out within the City’s
boundaries. Approximately 49.4% or $179,287 445 of that total is required to accommodate
additional (or increased) lane-mile demand from new development within the City’s limits per the
land-use database. Approximately $595,000 or 0.2 % of the total would be financed with existing
Circulation System Fair Share Fee Fund balance. The remaining 50.4% or $183,960,253. of the
total is required to continue to better serve existing development by maintaining or rehabilitating
existing facilities and will be financed by other means.

The City Council and City staff, responsible for providing services to a continually expanding
residential and business community, must recognize that the magnitude of the Fajr Share Fees is
a direct function of the $ 179,287,445 cost of the Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

capital projects required to accommodate new development within the City’s limits as identified
as capacity increasing.




Page 2 06/03/08 Letter to the City of Newport Beach Utilities Staff

Adoption of the maximum Fair Share Fee schedule contained herein and imposition upon the
remaining development opportunities in the Newport Beach community, could generate
approximately $179.3 million in a combination of public improvement dedications and revenues
for use on the many capital expansion projects deemed as developmenti-generated. The
identification of the $179.3 million in capital infrastructure needs generated by new development
is not taken lightly, but must be examined in relation to the cost of the City’s existing inventory
of circulation (street, signal and bridge) system that a new development project will share in and
benefit from, upon approval, construction and finally, occupancy.

To offer such a perspective, a major element in this Study is a proportional analysis, or
comparison of what is being asked of future residents and businesses, in the form of dedicated
public improvements or an in-lieu (impact fee) payment, with the cost of the City’s existing local
circulation system infrastructure, contributed by the existing population and business community.
The dedications, taxes and assessmenis contributed to date by the existing community over
numerous decades of development have generated (or committed to) just under $1.0 billion (at
current replacement costs) in the form of Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System
infrastructure improvements from within the City limits.

It is not intended for calculated development impact fees to address all of the City's capital utilities
needs, especially replacement of aging generation major streets, signals and bridges. As per
California Government Code 66000 et. seq. and common fairness, development impact fees cannot
address existing capital deficiencies. The development impact fees will be utilized to meet the
needs of the City's growing population and business community.

Much of the information required to develop the City's capital costs and existing equity data was
generated by Richard M. Edmonston, consultant to the Transportation and Development
Department, without whose help and assistance this Study would have been impossible to complete
to the degree of accuracy and completeness that it has. We would also like to thank the City’s
planning staff for their assistance in providing the land-use database included in this Study.

The Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fee and Nexus Study is now

submitted for your consideration. RCS staff is prepared to assist in increasing the understanding
of this very significant part of the City's utility revenue structure.

Sincerely,

Scott Thorpe,
Senior Vice President
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Chapter 1

Background and Introduction

The City of Newport Beach has retained Revenue & Cost Specialists' to update the City's existing
Circulation System development impact fees. Continued periodic review and adjustment of the
Circulation System development impact fees, such as this effort, is appropriate and warranted to
insure that the City collects sufficient monies to construct the additional circulation system
infrastructure needed to accommodate new residents and businesses developing in the City, The
City has traditionally referred to its Circulation System Development Impact Fees as the
Circulation System Fair Share Fees or as occasionally referred to in this Report as the FSE.

This Circulation System FSF Calculation Report differs from previous efforts by the City in that
it includes a greater amount of detail such as a list of all projects to be financed by the City’s Fair
Share Fees.” This Circulation System Fair Share Fee Calculation and Nexus Report and the
Master Facilities Plan offer greater information for the Council to make policy decisions, greater
understanding by the development community, and an easier tracking (and updating) system for
the staff. One additional component of this Report is that it includes a proportional analysis of
the infrastructure needs required to support continued development of the City as compared to the
existing infrastructure. The addition of the proportional analysis will assist the City Council in

adopting a fee structure that recognizes inter-generational equity and increases the lay-person’s
understanding of what is fair.

This Report provides documentation of the City’s costs which serve as the basis for calculating
Fair Share Fees (FSF). The updated Circulation System Fair Share Fees and related information
can be found in Chapter 3 and Appendices A, B and C of this Report. The Master Facilities Plan

(Appendix A) containing the specifics about the projects that support the fee calculation is a
separate document.

RCS has met with City staff from the Public Works - Engineering to review the supporting data
which forms the calculation of FSF. The results of this review can be found on the schedules
located at the end of each Chapter.

Inclusion of the "Proportional Analysis.” As stated earlier, this Report includes a proportional
analysis. This analysis is intended to recognize and reconcile the difference between the City's
desired leve] of service required of new development, per statements in the various General Plan
elements, with that of the de-facto or actual level of service provided to the existing community .

City of Newport Beach Circulation System Fair Share Fee Calculation Report 1




Chapter One Background and Introduction

This addition will assist the Council in making the difficult policy decisions regarding the required
additions of new development.

Fair Share Fee Structure. The General Plan provides a range of potential densities for residential
development, as such, the FSF for residential uses need to be calculated on a per dwelling unit
basis to reflect more accurately the impacts from a specific development. For example, a property
zoned as detached dwelling residentia] development may contain from three to six Units per acre.
If fees are calculated on an acreage basis, the developer proposing three units per acre will pay
the same amount as a developer constructing six units per acre. Similarly, fees are calculated on
a square footage basis for commercial and industrial properties to reflect the impacts of different
building intensities for this type of development.

A second reason for the proposed FSF structure recommended in this Report involves the issue
of building expansion or intensification of commercial and industrial areas. For example, if a
property owner of commercial or industrial property proposes an expansion to his building, the
question exists about how to charge this proposed expansion for its impact on the City's streets,
storm drainage system, and other infrastructures. A fee calculated on a building square footage
basis will simplify this calculation.

CALCULATION OF FAIR SHARE FEES

In California, State legislation sets certain legal and procedural parameters for the charging of
these fees. This legislation was passed as AB1600 by the California Legislature and is now
codified as California Government Code Sections 66000 through 66009. This State law went into
effect on January 1, 1989,

ABI1600 requires documentation of projects to be financed by Fair Share Fees prior to their levy
and collection, and that the monies collected actually be committed within five years to a project

of "direct benefit" to the development which paid the fees. Many states have such controlling
statutes.

Specifically, AB1600 requires the following:
1. Delineation of the PURPOSE of the fee.
2. Determination of the USE, of the fee.

3. Determination of the RELATIONSHIP between the use of the fee and the type of
development paying the fee.

City of Newport Beach Circulation System Fair Share Fee Calculation Report 2



Chapter One ' Background and Introduction

4. Determination of the relationship between the NEED for the facility and the type of
development project. NOTE: Numbers 2 & 4 will be reversed throughout the chapters
in this Report because it is apparent that need should be identified before use,

5. Determination of the relationship between the AMOUNT of the fee and the COST of the
portion of the facility attributed to the specific development project.

This Report, with some additions, utilizes the basic methodology consistent with the above
requirements of AB1600. Briefly, the following steps were undertaken in the calculation of impact
fees for the City and are listed below:

1. Define the level of service needed within the General Plan area for each
project or acquisition identified as necessary. In some areas, certain
statistical measures are commonly used to measure or define an acceptable
level of service for a category of infrastructure. Street intersections, for
Instance, are commonly rated based on a Level of Service scale of "A" to
"F" developed by transportation engineers.

2. Review the land use map and determine the existing mix of land uses and
amount of undeveloped and developed land. The magnitude of growth and
its impacts can thus be determined by considering this land use data when
planning needed infrastructure. The inventory can be found summarized
in Table 2-1 and detailed in Appendix B.

3. Identify all addirions to the_capital facilities or equipment inventory
necessary to maintain the identified levels of service in the area. Then,
determine the cost of those additions. This information is detailed in
Appendix A.

4. Identify a level of responsibility, identifying, as termed in this Report, the
relative need (or as referred to in the accompanying schedules as
"PERCENT NEED") for the facility or €quipment necessary (o
accommodate "growth" as defined, and as opposed to current needs. It is
often based upon the projects ability to create additiona capacity for the
service supported by the infrastructure. In this case additional ability to
move more traffic or at a faster pace by adding infrastructure that adds
capacity for more daily trip-miles.

5. Distribute the costs identified as a result of development growth on a basis
of land use. Costs are distributed between each tand use based on their
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relative use of the capital system. For example, future street costs are
distributed to each land use based on their trip-mile generation
characteristics.

OTHER ASSUMPTIONS OF THE REPORT

In addition to the land use assumptions contained in the next Chapter of this Report, other
important assumnptions of this study include the following:

“Normal” Subdivision Improvements Omitted. Not included in cither of the project lists or
consequent calculations are the "local" public improvements generally associated with and identi-
fied as being the sole responsibility of the developer through the subdivision or development
review process. This type of "on site" improvement would include all capital construction within
the boundaries of any development, such as street lights, curb, gutter, sidewalks and neighborhood
streets and fully adjacent arterial roadways®. These improvements would continue to be the direct
responsibility of the developer, with or without the addition of Fajr Share Fees.

Land Costs. Land acquisition cost estimates were developed after discussions with City officials.
Arguments for higher or lower costs can be made; however, the herein contained per acre amounts
appear to be the appropriate current figure for the purposes of this study. Specific costs have been
added for differing projects. Land costs for past dedicated rights-of-way have been included at

a nominal $15.00 per square foot. Right-of-way costs for future projects have been included at
$100.00 per square foot*,

"Zone-based” Fees for FSF. In some categories of infrastructure, primarily hard infrastructure,
the FSF may need to recognize subregion or smaller portions of the City with extraordinary
service costs or infrastructure needs. Subregions are generally the result of some geographical
feature such as a river or hilly terrain that creates a differing need for infrastructure in the
subregion. As an example, a reservoir that must be built at substantial costs to allow a small area
of the City, above the current level of other reservoirs, to be developed, while there is no benefit
to any other area of the City would be a prime example. A specific overlay or surcharge fee may
be necessary in order to eliminate the possibility of others who will not receive any benefit from
the reservoir from being required to assume responsibility for payment of that reservoir.
However, given the size of the City, no zone have been identified.

Exclusion of Tax_"Credits" for Undeveloped Land. It has been argued by some that a credit for
capital-related revenues, such as gas taxes, should be made against the Fair Share Fees calculated
or imposed by a city. Using the state gas tax as an example, proponents of a FSF credit argue that
a city will receive increased annual gas taxes because of the additional population generated by
future residential development. It is therefore argued that a developer should receive a credit for
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any associated gas tax revenues collected as a result of the residents or businesses that occupy the
new dwellings against any Circulation System Fair Share Fee imposed by the City based on either
of two separate arguments.

The first argument for a gas tax credit supposes that the additional gas taxes created by residential
development are used to pay for the maintenance of existing streets, which is the responsibility of
existing development. Since the new streets constructed via development impact fees will not
require rehabilitation or reconstruction for another 10 to 20 years, the gas tax generated by new

needed street improvements and repairs in any given year. The gas taxes "generated" by new
development simply cannot meet the maintenance costs of either the new streets associated with
the development or the existing streets which the new resident uses on a daily basis.

The second argument proposes that the developer pays his "full share" of constructing new roads
when he pays the City's Circulation System FSF and that the gas taxes generated by his
development are unfairly used to make improvements to the existing street system. [t is the

operational costs, and if they are sufficient to meet these costs, the remainder is used for capital-
related maintenance projects.  Certainly, gas taxes fall far short of addressing the annual
depreciation, at roughly $20 million per year, based upon aroughly $1.0 billion replacement value
and a fifty year useful lifetime. As a result, the amount of £as tax revenues used for expansion
of the existing street system is usually, and specifically in Newport Beach's case, a very nominal

amount of the total. For these reasons, a credit is not considered for Circulation FSF in thjs
Report.

Financing Costs. Since financing costs reflect an actual, and generally significant, outlay of funds

However, financing would only be included for facilities where, based upon staff's estimate, the

immediacy of need for the facility requires debt financing and no project requiring debt service
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REQUIRED PROPORTIONALITY TEST

A test for proportionality is important, if for no other reason than because jt attempts to achieve
community inter-generational equity, i.e., fairness in balancing the infrastructure investment made
by existing residents and businesses with the investment asked of new residents and businesses that
will benefit from the existing infrastructure. In short, previous generations of businesses and

It is one thing to identify the many public improvement projects needed through build-out. It is
an entirely different thing to assume that all of the identified improvements are required to meet
the demands of the new development. Clearly, some projects are replacements of the existing

infrastructure while others are capacity increasing projects. Within the category of the latter, they
may also be further classified into two categories;

1. Projects dealing with existing deficiencies, L.e., projects required regardless of whether
there is additiona] development or not. An example’ would be a traffic intersection
currently controlled by StOp signs that meets traffic warrants for a traffic signal, but is
unfunded. An additional example would be the replacement of an existing, but aged
facility,

2. Projects that are required as a result of development. An example of this would be an
intersection where traffic flow is currently controlled quite adequately by stop signs, but
because of development in the near and "downstream” areas, wilj uitimately need to be
signalized.

All development impact fee calculations claim to be fair, but few offer actual evidence of such
fairness. Most FSF calculations will simply identify the desired or needed capital projects,
ostensibly required as a result of the new development. The issue can be difficult and complex.
Therefore, what is fair and equitable? Is it fair 1o require future residents and businesses in a city
to construct, via payment of Fair Share Fees, a new police station when the current station is
merely rented or leased space? On the other hand, if a community already has all of the parks they
will need at build-out, are they precluded from imposing an impact fee to recoup some of the
expenses incurred in comstructing the maximum needed park improvements prior to the maximum
demand? These are difficult questions that may be made clearer and easier by reviewing the
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accomplished by looking closely at our friends in the planned community of Happy Valley® for a
few scenarios to explain the three possible conditions that can occur regarding the agency's current
infrastructure and the demand upon them. For purposes of this example, this report will use the
provision of fire suppression services, a service that most of us as nonprofessional firefighters can
somewhat understand, to identify some of the issues.

These three "conditions” include, the fire suppression system infrastructure construction:

1. is On-target,
2. has been Deficient, or:
3. has created Excess Service Capacity.

Adoption of a Standard - According to the Happy Valley General Plan Public Safety Element
fire station planning standards, a basic two-bay fire station (estimated for purposes of this example
to cost about $3,000,000) will meet the needs of 5,000 homes or 10,000,000 square feet of
business pad. If these standards were adopted as Happy Valley's public safety element of the
City's General Plan, they would be known as the de jure or stated (or desired) standard (l.e., the
standard the community would like to meet). The inductive impact fees (or cost per proportional
unit served) for this de jure standard would then be:

Tabie 1-1
Calculation of Development Impact Cost
Land Use Station Cost | Units Served Impact Fee
Residential Units $3,000,000 5,000 | $600.00 per home
Business S.F. $3,000,000 10,000,000 $0.30 per S.F.

Service Base - Happy Valley's General Plan indicates that there wil] be 10,000 residential units
and about 20,000,000 square feet of commercial/industrial space creating a need for four stations
at build-out. The calculation identifying the number of required stations is as follows:
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Table 1-2
Determination of Required Number of Stations
Number Units served by Stations
of Units One Station Required
Residential Units 10,000 5,000 2 Stations
Business S.F. 20,000,000 10,000,000 2 Stations
Required Stations at General Plan Build-out 4 Stations

Infrastructure is "On-target" - The need for four stations appears si

Council need only impose the impact fees identified in Table 1-1.
"built-out" (in terms of fire calls-for-service). The

in Table 1-3 following:

mple and the Happy Valley
Currently, Happy Valley has
6,250 residential units and 7,500,000 square feet of commercial/ industrial building pad and is half
existing development in Happy Valley is
generating half of its ultimate (General Plan build-out) fire calls-for-service. This is demonstrated

Table 1-3
Development of Current Infrastructure is "On-Target"
Number Units served by - Stations
of Units One Station Required
Residential Units 6,250 5,000 1.25 Stations
Business S.F. 7,500,000 10,000,000 0.75 Stations
Total Number of Fire Stations Currently Required 2.00 Stations

Conversely, Happy Valley has the remaining half of its fire demand (in terms of calls-for-service)
yet to come. Left to build are 3,750 detached dwelling units and 12,500,000 square feet of
business floor space, and when constructed would generate the following capital needs identified

on the following Table 1-4:
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Table 1-4
Remaining Development and Station Requirement
Number Units served by Stations
of Units One Station Required
Residential Units 3,750 5,000 0.75 Stations
Business S.F, 12,500,000 10,000,000 1.25 Stations
# of New Stations Required from Parcels to be Developed 2.00 Stations

If the earlier calculated impact fees ($600 per residence and $0.30 per square foot of business pad)
were adopted and imposed, Happy Valley would coliect (by General Plan build-out) enough capital
revenues 1o construct the remaining two stations and proportionality between existing and future
residents and businesses would be evident. Table 1-5, following, demonstrates this:

Table 1-5
Remaining Development Impact Fee Collection
Number Impact Amount
of Units Fee Collected
Residential Units 3,750 $600.00 | $2,250,000
Business S.F. 12,500,000 $0.30 | $3,750,000
Amount Collected in Fair Share Feeg 36,000,000
Cost of a One New Fire Station $3,000,000
Stations to be Built with Fair Share Fees 2.00

And everyone in the community of Happy Valley is adequately served by the four stations having
been financed generally fairly by the total community.

Infrastructure is in Deficient Condition - Consider, however, the implications if the current
Happy Valley residents and businesses had shown the earlier limited commitment to contribute
only enough financing to construct one station when, based upon their own adopted standards and
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level of development, they should have two stationg? Clearly three more stations would be needed
on the path to General Plan “build-out.” Initially, we can easily dismiss as completely inequitable
the possibility of requiring the remaining future home and business owners to finance all three
- émaining stations. But would it be fair and equitable o charge new residents the $600 per home
and new businesses the $0.30 per business square foot in order to build the remaining two stations
required to meet the planning standards?

The service provided by the single existing station is the community's de fucto (or "in fact")
standard service level, With one station, the contributed equity to build the single station would
be half of the impact fee proposed in Table I-1, or $300/residential unit and $0.15/square foot of
business space, respectively as identified in Table 1-6, following.

Table 1-6
Impact Fee at Deficient Condition

Number Existing Amount

of Units Contribution Collected
Residential Units 3,750 $300.00 $1,125,000
Business S.F. 12,500,000 $0.15 | $1,875.000
Amount Contributed by Existing Community $3,000,000
Cost of One New Fire Station $3,000,000
Station(s) built with Community's Contribution 1.00 |

If Happy Valley has only built one station at half General Plan build-out, we would be forced to
conclude that the City is currently deficient by one station. If the future residents were asked to
pdy at a rate that would build two stations (the $600/$0.30 rates) the City would have three
stations at GeneraJ Plan build-out, one financed and built by the first half of the community, and
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would, in effect "inherit" one half of a station at no cost to themselves. In short, Happy Valley
would fai] the proportionality test. The inequity would then be €Xacerbated when the community
decides to build the fina] “missing” last station (of four) from a City-wide assessment or from
annuai General Fund receipts, paid for by the entire community, including those who just paid for

the two new stations via the adopted fire suppression development impact fees.

The only truly and completely equitable option is for the City to adopt impact fees at the
$300/residence and $0.15/square foot rates. Adoption of this fee would be referred to as the
Community Financial Commitment or Equity-based Impact Fees, Admittedly, the City will go
further into a deficit position in terms of the number of required stations, from being deficient by
one station at half General Plap build-out to a deficiency of two stations at General Plan build-out,

but the ratio of deficiency (or overall proportionality) would remain a constan; 20% of the stations

assessment or dedication of general receipts of the City.

they only needed two stations. Clearly there is excess capacity in each of the three existing
stations. In this case, the Happy Valley's current de Jacto standard would be well above the de
Jure or target standard. Statistically, each of the three stations would have 1/3 excess capacity (for
providing services) and should be busy only about two-thirds of the time. Should the impact fee

construct the one remaining required station? If so, the future residents receive a gifi of the extra
(third) station. There will be tough decisions ahead to be made by the Happy Valley City Council,

Marginal or Recoupment Fee? The Happy Valley City Council should adopt, ar a minimum, the
$300/residence and $0. 15/square foot business Space rates to insure that the fourth station would
be built. This would be referred to as the marginal needs-based fee. This would be a benevolent

gesture, giving the new residents 2 free ride on the cost of the (already built and paid for) third
station.

Or in the alternative, the Council can recognize that the $3,000,000 used to build the third station
was a loan from the existing community's General Fund receipts, and needs to be repaid by the
future community receiving an instantaneous level of fire protection the day they receive their
occupancy permit’, through the imposition and collection of impact fees.® In this case, the
$600/residence and $0.30/square foot of business space impact fees should be adopted, imposed
and collected. The impact fee would accumulate $6,000,000 through build-out, with $3,000,000
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required to repay the General Fund in delayed revenue (for Station #3) and $3,000,000 necessary
to construct the fourth station. This would be referred to as the recoupment-based at General Plan
build-out fee. And more importantly, at General Plan built-out, long term equity would be
achieved as each home and business would have contributed the same $600 per residence and
$0.30 per square foot.

Exceptions to Proportionality Test. The previous discussion applies particularly well to above
ground or facility-based services such as public-use facilities, pools, police and fire stations, civic
centers, maintenance yards or other fixed location and fixed capacity facilities that serve the entire
population. However, it does not necessarily work well on ground level or below system
infrastructure such as streets, utilities, and storm drainage, where the continuation of a deficient
system into the future is not at all possible and the lack of additions would ensure the complete
inability to approve any further private construction without creating unsafe conditions to a
specific area. As an example, if the agency's storm drainage system is currently deficient and
creates some periodic flooding but not necessarily in dangerous amounts, the agency may not be
able to approve and allow any more future development unless the storm drainage run-off created
by the new development, is properly collected and released at a river or flood control channel.

Specific Plan or Benefit to a Specific Area. An additional exception occurs when the need or
benefit from a specific facility is generated by a finite or easily defined area such as a specific plan
or a new area of the agency that is significantly outside of the existing agency’s urban in-fill
service area or the specific plan is primarily the sole beneficiary of the infrastructure to be
constructed. An example may be a small area of the City, proposed for say 2,000 homes, but
separate from the rest of the City in such a way that, to meet the General Plan’s stated fire
suppression standard level of service of a five minute response time, it requires a separate fire
station but serving less than any of the other stations, which on average serve 5,000 homes. There
is little argument as to why the remaining residents and businesses should not need to finance that
higher cost per home served. This is not uncommon in an area geographically separated from the
major, or urban, part of the community. An example would be a small area separated by a river
or up on a hillside or in a canyon.

Density may also be a factor. Fire infrastructure system improvements to date may be spread over
2 more compact density (say 6~7 homes per acre) than the remaining development in town (say 2-3
homes per acre). Most likely, the expansion of any infrastructure, circulation systems included,
will cost more per home for the lower densities and will be far higher than the infrastructure costs
required to serve the more compact but higher density homes.

Such equity is the attempt of this Report. Excess capacity is often difficult to wdentify and even
more difficult to convince others of. The City is probably much like Happy Valley, with excess
Or overcapacity in some areas of infrastructure, and perhaps slightly deficient® in others.

City of Newport Beach Circularion System Fair Share Fee Calculation Report 12




Chapter One Backoround and Introduction

CHAPTER ORGANIZATION
Within the Circulation System Chapter there will be a minimum of three cost/fee tables. They are:

The first schedule, 3.1. the Allocation of Project Cost Estimates identifies the project, its costs
and the relationship, in a percentage, to development.

"Marginal Needs ”-based Impact Fee - This schedule will identify the impact fees that would need
to be adopted to meet the basic capital needs identified in the Report (on the first schedule at the
end of the Chapter, i.e., 3.2) for that infrastructure.

With adoption of this level of impact fees, one could claim that new development is occurring
without any additional cost to the existing residents and businesses. You could not, however,
claim that new development is paying its “fair share.”

Existing Commitment or "Equity”-based Impact Fee - This schedule will identify the cost (in
current nominal dollar value) of the existing infrastructure, including land, physical improvements
and capital equipment. This is the average amount that has been"invested"by the current
community of residents and businesses. This equity will be expressed in terms of the cost to
construct or acquire the assets at current costs.

If the average "equity" (for detached dwellings for example) on this Table is greater then the
average cost on the previous "Marginal Needs" Table, then the infrastructure system is "front-
ended” or has excess capacity. Earlier residents and businesses of the community have put more
of the system into place than will the remaining unbuilt portions of the community, (as they build).
The existing community has advanced money to build capacity into the infrastructure system to
meet the needs of residents and businesses not yet there! The scenario where Happy Valley had

already built three fire stations while it only had the current demands for two stations is an good
example of a front-ended system,

Adoption of this level of impact fee would allow the City to claim that new development is not
being required to pay to eliminate existing deficiencies.

[This space left to place the Chapter endnotes on a single page].
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CHAPTER ENDNOTES

1. The firm had been previously known as Managemenr Services Institute, but the same partners reorganized as Revenue & Cosi
Specialists, L.L.C..

2. For greater detail of each project, refer to the City's Master Facilities Plan (Appendix A).
3. Public agencies are authorized to require such improvements under the Subdivision map Act,

4. This land-acquisition value has been determined by the City’s circulation system consultant that prepared the cost estimates
and then confirmed by a local commercial real estate appraiser.

5. Examples using other infrastructure will be used from time to time in this report, though pages 6 through 12 are limited 10
Fire Suppression Facilities, Vehicles and Equipment.

6. "Happy Valley" has been used as an imaginary community for purposes of DIF example for about fourteen years.
Clearly no insult is intended to any real or imagined community of Happy Valley. It is also a Happy Valley because there
is no iaflation and the value of a dollar remains nominal,

7. Actually, the permitted structure receives fire protection services as it is being constructed.
8. This example assumes that each of the existing three stations is debt-free and owned out-right.

9. Not necessarily in a manner that indicates a danger, just below the standard being asked of the future residents.
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Demographics and Findings

This Chapter provides an inventory of existing development and remaining development
opportunities within the City and presents a summary of recommended Fair Share Fees detailed
in the following chapter of this Report. The City still possesses a few sizeable areas of vacant land
zoned for residential, commercial lodging, business and special uses. The City also anticipates
redevelopment will occur in some of the currently developed area. In some cases this
redevelopment, or up-sizing is expected to be more traffic intensive than the use it replaces which
will add to the demand for increased roadway (trip-mile) capacity.

LAND USE ASSUMPTIONS

The undeveloped/underdeveioped land use inventory forms the base for distribution of the
estimated costs of impacts from new development. The developed land inventory forms the base
for distributing the cost of the existing infrastructure for comparison and for the de Jacto
identification of the existing levels of service (LOS) provided by those existing infrastructure.

- Land Use Definitions. This Report classifies properties as either one of five residentia] land uses
or several different categories of business development. These land uses are defined below: '

® Residential Land Uses include: Low Density, Medium Density, Apartments, Mobile Homes and

Elderly Residential housing uvnits. These developments will be costed in terms of complete
residential units.

® Commercial Lodging includes hotel, mote] and business suites. These developments will also
be calculated in terms of units.

® Business/Commerce Land Uses include: Restaurants, Regional Commercial, Genera}

Commercial, General/Medical Office, Industrial and Warehouse uses. These developments will
be costed in terms of square feet.

® Specific/Unusual Uses include: Hospital uses (beds), Commercial Recreational (acres),
Newport Dunes (acres) Tennis Clubs (courts) and marina’s (slips).
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Table 2-1, following, provides an inventory of all private land uses contained within the current
City limits. These figures are based on the General Plan’s land use inve
of privately held parcels.?
of the Report.

ntory and a staff analysis
The detailed land-use database can be found in Appendix B at the end

Table 2-1
Detailed Land Use Inventory

Total - Entire City Antigipated Total G,P.

Davelopment Development

. L Inifs # of Units

Low Density Residential 1,321 20,023
Medium Density Residential 4,696 15,670
Apartments 5,374 15,077
Mobile Homes (145) 455
Elderly Residential 120 320
Commercial Lodging 3,385 2,221 5,586
Restaurants 115,090 57,760 172,850
Regional Commercial 1,331,000 288,525 1,619,525
General Commercial 4,098,787 1,600,397 5,699,184
General/Medical Office 13,129,386 385,720 13,515,106
Lndustrial Uses 1,291,079 (143,630) 1,147,449
Warehouse Uses 196,420 1,000 187,420
Hospital Uses (beds) 1,692 377 2,069
Comm. Recreational {acres) 69 0 69
No Other Category (units) 1,115 2 1,117

Definitions of I.and Use Status. For each of the m

is categorized as either Developed or Undevel

ajor land use categories detailed above, land
oped. Definitions regarding the status of each land

use are as follows:

Existing Development (# of Units) - Includes land in the City which is fully developed and is in
conformance with the zoning designation for that area, or land which has received a building
permit but which is not yet constructed. Units in this Category may also include non-conforming
use areas of the City which contain extensive development prior to annexation or before changes
to the General Plan were made.,

Anticipated Development (# of Units) - Refers to all non-public vacant acreage located within

the City. This category also includes any largely vacant properties anticipated to be redeveloped
in the future,
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

City staff has identified just over $364.4 million in needed and desired Circulation System capital
improvement projects required through the City's General Plan build-out, including both projects
related to existing deficiencies and those needed solely to support future growth. Based on these
costs and the schedules found at the end of each of the remaining chapters of this Report, the
portion of the total costs attributable to future development ($179,287,445) were derived on a per
unit basis for residential land uses and on a per square foot of pad basis for business land uses.
The fees are summarized in Table 2-3, following:

Table 2-3
Summary of Recommended Circulation System
Fair Share Fees

Recommended Fair

Land Use Share Fees

Low Density Residential $12,580/Unit
Medium Density Residential $9,470/Unit
Apartments $9,006/Unit
Mobile Homes $6,826/Unit
Elderly Residential $8,217/Unit
Commercial Lodging $8,347/Unit
Restaurants $40.001/S.F.
Regional Commercial $20.287/S.F.
General Commercial $19.521/S.F.
General/Medical Office $19.404/S.F.
Industrial Uses $10.120/S F.
Warehouse Uses $8.357/S.F.
Hospital Uses $15,412/Bed
Commercial Recreationa} $23,218/Acre
No Other Category $3,714/Unit
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The adoption of the recommended maximum impact fees supported by the calculations in this
Report (Schedule 2.1) would raise some $179.3 miltion (49.19%). Existing fund balances of
$595,000 will finance 0.16% of the needs. However, if this Fair Share Fee schedule is adopted,
an additional $184.6 million in other revenue/capital sources would need to be found, many of
which have been identified on the individual Master Facilities Plan project derail pages. A
combination of Gas Tax, Measure M and Proposition 42 revenues will be used to address this
shortfall. However, a number of other projects will remain underfunded.

Schedule 2.1, identifies the individual and total Fair Share Fee schedule by Jand-use and provide
a calculation of the potential coliection through build-out at the proposed Marginal-needs Based
Fair Share Fee rates and the cost of the total infrastructure needs, and is the recommended Fair
Share Fee schedule for adoption.

FORMAT OF THIS REPORT

The following format of this Report contains the detailed information relative to the calculation
of the Circulation System FSF schedule recommended by RCS for the entire City. Appropriate
textual explanation is contained within that chapter, with appropriate cost schedules, listed below
and three appendices.

CHAPTER 3 - Circulation (Major Streets and Bridges) System
APPENDIX A - Circulation System Master Facilities Plan

APPENDIX B - Detailed Land-use Database
APPENDIX C - Detail of Trip-miles by Land-use

NOTE REGARDING TEXTUAL MATHEMATICS: It is important to note that the use of a
compulter provides for calculations to a large number of decimal points. Such data, when
included in text and supporting textual tables, has been rounded to no more than two decimals
for clarity and thus may not replicated to the necessary degree of accuracy as the spreadsheet
schedules at the end of each chapter. Should there be any difference between tables within a
chapter and the schedules at the end of the same chapter, the schedules shall prevail,
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CHAPTER ENDNOTES

1. City of Newport Beach General Plan Transportation Study City Couneil Adopted land Use Scenario; Table .

2. The figures are consistent with the most recent Land Use Element,
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Schedule 2.1

City of Newport Beach

200708 Development Impact (Fair Share) Fee Calculation and Nexus Report
Impact Fee Summary and Potential Collection

Circulation (Streets, Signals and Bridges) System

—

‘Potential . Feeper Potential

Land Use Units/S.F. Unit or S.F. Revenue

Low Density Residential 1,321 $12,580 $16,618,180 |
Medium Density Residential 4,696 $8,470 $44 471,120
Apartments 5,374 $9,006 $48,398,244
Mobile Homes (145) $6.826 ($989,770)
Elderly Residential 120 $8,217 $986,040
Commercial Lodging 2,221 $8,347 $18,538,687
Restaurants 57,760 $40.00 $2,310,441
Regional Commercial 288,525 $20.29 $5,853,400
General Commercial 1,600,397 $19.52 $31,240,875
General/Medical Office 385,720 $19.40 87,484,682
Industrial Uses (143,630) $10.12 ($1,453,485)
Warehouse Uses 1,000 $8.36 $8,357
Hospital Uses (beds) 377 $15,412 $5,810,324
Comm. Recreational (acres) 0.10 $23,218 $2,322
INo Other Category (units) 2.00 $3,714 $7,428
Fotential Circulation System Development Impact Fee Revenue ! $1 79.286,84@
[Total “Buitd-out” Circulation System Infrastructure Needs $364,441,383 |
Less Existing Development Impact Fee Fund Balance {None) ($595,000)
Net Circulation System Infrastructure Needs $363,846,383
|Amount to be Financed by Other City Revenue Sources | (51 84,559,538)]

Revenue & Cost Specialists, L.L.C. Fullerton, CA
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Chapter 3
Circulation System
(Streets, Signals and Bridges)

The following Chapter will discuss the circulation improvements planned for the City through
build-out of the City’s corporate limits as identified in the Land-use Database Table in Chapter 2.

The Existing System. The City currently has and maintains an extensive system of roadways
available for transportation of goods and services, as well as for educational, recreational, and
social purposes. Streets that fall under the jurisdiction of the City of Newport Beach would be
typically classified as one of five common types of roadways (excludes “locals”). The City’s
General Plan Circulation Element Roadway Classification System specifically contains these
various roadway type definitions' and they are generally described as:

Principal Arterial - A Principal arterial highway is typically an eight lane divided roadway .
A Principal arterial is designed to accommodate a daily capacity ranging from 60,000 to
73,000 with a typical daily capacity of 68,000 vehicle per day (VPD). Principal arterials carry
a large volume of regional through traffic not handled by the freeway system.

Major Arterial - A Major arterial highway is typically a six-lane divided roadway. A Major
arterial is designed to accommodate a daily capacity ranging from 45,000 to 67,000 with a
typical daily capacity of 51,000 vehicles per day. Major arterials carry a large volume of
regional through traffic not handled by the freeway system. A Major Augmented is similar
to a Major arterial, but may include additional lanes, particularly at intersections, resulting in

a daily capacity ranging from 52,000 to 70,000 with a typical daily capacity of 58,000 vehicle
per day.

Primary Arterial - A Primary arterial highway is usually a four-lane divided roadway. A
Primary arterial is designed to accommodate a daily capacity ranging from 30,000 to 45,000
with a typical daily capacity of 34,000 (VPD). A Primary arterial’s function is similar to that
of a Principal or Major arterial. The chief difference is capacity. A Primary Augmented is
similar to a Primary arterial, but may include additional lanes, particularly at intersections,
resulting in a daily capacity ranging from 35,000 to 50,000 with a typical daily capacity of
40,000 vehicle per day.

Secondary Arterial - A Secondary arterial highway is a four lane roadway (often divided).
A Secondary arterial distributes traffic between local streets and Major or Primary arterials.
Although some Secondary arterials serve as through routes, most provide more direct access
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to surrounding land uses than Principal, Major, or Principal arterials. Secondary arterials
carry a daily capacity ranging from 20,000 to 30,000 with a typical daily capacity of 23,000
VPD.

o Commuter Roadway - A Commuter roadway is a two-to-four lane unrestricted access
roadway with a daily capacity ranging from 7,000 to 11,000 with a typical daily capacity of
10,000 VPD. It differs from a local street in its ability to handle through traffic movements
between arterials.

The regional arterials, major arterials, primary arterials, secondary arterials and commuter
roadways are the focus of this Chapter. Local streets are not included as they are generally
constructed within the footprint of the development and serve that development and then are
merely dedicated to the City after completions and inspection. Freeways are also not included as
they are the responsibility of CALTRANS.

Demand Upon Infrastructure Created by the Development of Undeveloped Parcels. Undeveloped
parcels create few trip-miles beyond an occasional visit to the site for weed abatement purposes,
planning purposes or to consider a sale or development of the vacant parcel. None of these trip-
ends are on a routine basis. However, a developed parcel will generate a statistically predictable
amount of trip-ends and trip-miles, depending upon the specific land use of the development. Thus
it can be stated that a vacant parcel, when developed into a specific use, i.e., residential or
business, will generate more traffic than it did when it was vacant. Similarly, a change in the use
of the property may also increase the number of trip-ends, i.e., the demolition of a low trip-
generating insurance office into reconstruction as a new high trip-mile generating fast-food
restaurant.

All new development contributes to cumulative traffic impacts, which are difficult to measure and
mitigate on a project-by-project, basis but which have significant and widespread cumulative
impacts on the City's existing road system. Factors that will increase the competition for existing
lane miles existing in the City include the following:

L The construction of private business uses currently identified as undeveloped will
generate 110,430 new (net) daily trip-miles, just over 28.6 % of the total new trip-miles
expected at General Plan build-out. This figure could vary significantly depending upon
the type of business uses constructed and possible zoning changes or conditional use
permits issued.

L] An increase in the City's full-time population through the construction of about 11,366
additional dwelling units contributing approximately 235,845 new trip-miles daily or
just over 61.1% of the newly expected daily trip-miles.
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® The addition of some 2,221 commercial lodging units (hotel/motel rooms) will increase
traffic trip-miles by 39,934 trip-miles, or about 10.3% of the anticipated new daily
trip-miles.

When all (or most) of the available vacant land in the City is developed, the City can expect an
additional 386,209 daily trip-miles. For perspective, the City currently experiences approximately
1,881,341 daily trip-miles from the existing residences and businesses. The roughly 386,209
newly anticipated trip-miles represents an over 20% increase over the current 1,881,341 daily trip-
miles. While the City is faced with a sizable increase in the number of daily trip-miles at build-
out, it should also be noted that there are few remaining opportunities to construct additional lane
miles (and controlling signals) to be added to the existing arterial/collector lane-miles to mitigate
the 20% expected increase in lane-mile demand. There are currently 388.4 lane miles of major
roadways that support the existing 1,881,341 daily trip-miles. To retain full proportionality, the
City would need to construct an additional 79.7 lane miles. Unfortunately, there is not the
opportunity to construct an additional 79.7 lane miles. The Fair Share Fees program projects (as
summarized and attached in Appendix A) would facilitate the construction of an additional roughly
10.4 lane miles. The remaining circulation system projects are a mix of circulation improvements
intended to maintain or improve the traffic-carrying capabilities of the existing system. When
lane-miles are no longer an option, all capital efforts that can increase the carrying capacity of the
existing lane-miles, such as overpasses, cross-walk alternatives must be undertaken. Barring some
of the improvements which would be constructed regardless of development, the existing system
is generally capable of serving the existing demand on the circulation system.

The Purpose of the Fee. In the City, many of the planned arterials and collectors exist in some
form, perhaps not yet fully widened to atlow for the full number of lanes. Thus the collection of
circulation system impact fees would be used to finish off these existing, but, uncompleted, or not
yet maximized roads. The same can be said for overpasses, a number of which are included on
the list to be completed to their maximum planned width, again maximizing the carrying capacity.
Additionally, the fees would be used to complete the system of signals that insures the smooth
movement of vehicles through intersections.

Included are circulation projects needed to alter existing major roadways that currently exist, but
due to additional trip-ends are becoming ineffective at moving vehicles. An example would be the
final widening of Jamboree Road and Bristo! Street (ST-10). This project is required because
additional citizens and business-owners will use the existing streets along with the current users
rendering it, again, ineffective at moving traffic at a reasonable pace, primarily during the a.m.
and p.m. peak hours of traffic. While it is quite impractical to widen many of the existing
roadways, acceptable traffic pace may be attainable through a combination of turn lane
channelization and signal improvements.
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Again, given the magnitude of growth projected in this Report, numerous intersection improve-
ments and construction of new traffic signais will aiso be needed to avoid congestion and gridiock
in the future. Traffic planners have long known that the critical constraint in a typical roadway
network is usually not the roadway itself but the intersections. While the street capacity may be
theoretically adequate to carry traffic volumes at build-out, motorists may experience congestion
at the intersections of the street. While the City of Newport Beach will certainly undertake a
significant number of major street widening projects, an equally important component of traffic
circulation is the alteration of traffic signals to add additional through-lanes at critical intersections
in the City.

The City's total Master Facilities Plan Circulation System improvements section identified twenty-
four general circulation system projects covering the City with an estimated cost of $364,441,383
or a net $363,846,383 after the existing Circulation System Fair Share Fee Fund balance of
$595,000 is subtracted. Each of the projects will increase some capacity to a circulation system
to meet the overall 20%increase in major lane mile capacity needs. The individual projects and
costs are identified on Schedule 3.1 at the end of the Chapter and detailed in Appendix A.

The Use of the Fee. The collection of a Circulation System Fair Share Fee would be used to
construct the projects (or portions of projects) identified in Schedule 3.1 at the conclusion of this
Chapter's text. The collected fees will be used to create additional lane and bridge miles with
which to accommodate the additional 386,209 additional daily trip-miles expected {rom full
General Plan build-out development of the City.

Where the amount of equity of the existing community is larger than the basic needs-based impact
fee, there is the argument that the difference between the two, for advancement of the system,
could be recouped and returned to the General Fund as repayment from the developing properties
for the creation of the excess capacity from previous General Fund proceeds or previous exactions
and impact fees. Such is the case with the circulation system infrastructure. However, to make
such findings a commercial appraisal of the existing assets and the determination of specific excess
capacity projects would likely be necessary.

The following table (3-1) identifies some of the key system attributes of the circulation
improvements system. The attributes identify that approximately 83.0% of the total trip miles at
General Plan "build-out" are represented by the existing community who have contributed a
marginally larger percentage (84.7 %) of the cost of the entire system, also at General Plan “build-
out”. This would indicate that the City is generally and proportionally “on-target” in terms of the
construction of the entire circulation system infrastructure. It is a very short leap away to assume
that the remaining 17.0% of the traffic trip-mile generators should contribute the financing
necessary to construct the remaining 15.3% lane miles, signalized intersections and bridge
improvements.
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Table 3-1
Comparisen of Transportation System Attributes

—l]

Infrastructure
Factor

Existing
Communi

Total at
Build-out

Number of Trip-milcs

1,881,341 386,209 2,267,350
Percentage of Total 83.0% 17.0% 100.0%

Cost of Total System ! $993,181,510 | $179,287,445 | $1,173,063,955
___Percentage of Total n 84,7% 15.3% 100.0%|

The Relationship Between the Need for the Fee and the Type of Development Project. Schedule
3.1 identifies the additional traffic demand to be generated by new development, by type of
development. The Newport Beach Traffic Medel, version 3.1 (NBTM) was the source for the trip-
end component utilized in the nexus calculation used to distribute the development-related capitat
costs. These trip-ends were developed by Urban Crossroads, Incorporated in 2003 and arc also
used to identify needed circulation improvements as part of the recent General Plan update.

As an example, a 200-unit low density detached dwelling unit rcsidential specific plan would
generate about 5,420 daily trip-miles* and a ten-acre commercial-retail development would
generate 4,578 daily trip-miles’. Each would pay its proportionate share of the total 386,209
newly created the City trip-miles expected at General Plan build-out. In the case of the residential
detached dwelling development, the daily trip-miles generated by the 200 new hormes represents
about 1.40% of the total 386,209 new trip-miles anticipated at build-out, thus they would be
required to pay or censtruct projects on the list to an amount equal to 1.40% of the total
development-related project costs. The ten acre commercial development would generate 1.23%
of the additional trip-miles and thus would be responsible for 1.23% of the remaining circulation
system project costs.

Circulation System Cost Distribution by Average Land Use Trip Frequency and Distance

New Trip Adjustment for Pass-by or Diverted T'rips. Appendix C identifics adjustments to new

total ¢rip-ends. As an example, an acre of general commercial use would be expected, on
average, to generate about 475.89 trip-ends daily®. However, approximately 15% of those trip-
ends, ot about 71.4 trip-ends per day, atc pass-by trip-ends, that is, the trip-end is not truly an
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end but is actually one in a series of stops, i.e. at various commercial establishments, with a
different location such as a residence as the final ¢rip-end or destination of the series of trip-ends.
In order to be considered a pass-by trip, the location of the stop must be contiguous to the
generator’ route, i.e. the route that would have been used even if the stop had not been made®.
The Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) indicates that:

Pass-by trips are attracted from passing the site on an adjacent street or road-way that
offers direct access to the generator. Pass-by trips are not diverted to/from another
roadway.’

Pass-by trip-ends are fully adjusted (reduced at 100%) from the average trip-ends (per day)
generated by the fifteen land uses identified in Schedules 3.2 and 3.3 (see also Appendix C).

A diverted trip is similar to a pass-by trip-end in that it is an extra stop between, as an example,
amotorists’s work site and his or her residence. The diverted trip differs slightly from the pass-by
trip in that it requires a minor deviation from the normal generator route and the temporary stop.
Inshort, a diverted trip creates a separate side trip using additional (and different) lane miles from
that of the normal route from the motorist’s place of employment and his or her home. These trips
increase the traffic volume from the generator route, but only for brief distances. The ITE states
that diverted trips:

are attracted from traffic volume on roadways within the vicinity of the generator (route)
but require a diversion from that roadway to another roadway to gain access to the site.
These trips could travel on highways or freeways adjacent to the generator, but without
access to the generator. Diverted linked trips add traffic to streets adjacent to a site,
but may not add traffic to the area’s major travel routes.®

These diverted trips will be adjusted (reduced at 50%) from the full trip count for each of the land
uses identified in Chapter 2. The ITE also indicates that “both pass-by and diverted linked trips
may be a part of a multiple-stop chain of trips”.°

Again, the schedule identified as Appendix C indicates the tota] trip-ends and the reduction due
to the number pass-by trips (at 100%) and diverted trips (at 50%). The trip pass-by and diversion
percentages were generated and are supported by a study conducted by the San Diego Association
of Governments (SANDAG) in conjunction with various U.S. and California agencies.

Additionally, the same SANDAG data schedule referenced above provides information for a trip
distance factor component to the nexus. Based upon that data, a trip to an industrial work-site has
the greatest distance at 9.0 miles. A residential trips averages 7.9 miles, a trip from a hotel or
motel (once in lodging) averages 7.6 miles and an average rip to a commercial site is the lowest
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and varies from 2.8 to 3.6 miles. This indicates, as one might conclude from his or her own
experiences, that drivers are generally willing, or have to, to travel further distances to
employment than they are to shop. Both frequency (trip-ends) and distance (average miles per
trip) have been combined into the nexus by muitiplying frequency times distance for a total
demand factor,

The Relationship Between the Use of the Fee and the Type of Development Paying the Fee. There
is very little difference between this and the above category. The fee collected will be based on
the projected number of trip-ends the proposed development will generate in relationship to the
total 386,209 additional projected trip-miles at build-out, Any amount imposed as a circulation
system improvements Fair Share Fee will be placed in a separate fund (collecting interest), and
is to be used only on the projects identified on Schedule 3.1 as development-related.

From time to time the City may require an applicant for a private project to construct a street or
signal improvement (or portion thereof) that is on the list of required improvements at the end of
this Chapter. This method is often undertaken to expedite the project at the request of the
applicant/developer. Should the project cost be attributed to development and thus part of the
development impact cost calculation, the developer should receive a credit for any monies
expended on this required improvement against their circulation improvements impact fee. If one
does not already exist, an ordinance addressing the issue of credits should be prepared and added
to the Newport Beach Municipal Code.

The Relationship Between the Amount of the Fee and the Cost of the portion of the Facility
Attributed to the Development Project. The calculation of the Circulation System Fair Share Fee
is based upon the recognition that differing types of developments generate differing amounts of
trips. The fee is based upon the projected number of trips generated by the proposed private
development projects. The Fair Share Fee Schedule receipts will be accumulated unti they reach
the amount that could construct a meaningful project to alleviate or mitigate the demands of those
new developments. Table 3-2 on the following page (and summarized from Schedule 3.2),
identifies the Marginal Needs-based Circulation System Fair Share Fee Schedule for the City,
based upon an estimated cost of $179, 880,845 in development-generated required projects. Many
of the projects are partially or fully required to accommodate new development. These are
attributed 100% to new development and the Fair Share Fees.

[This space left vacant to place the following table on a single page].
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Table 3-2
Marginal Needs-based Circulation System Fair Share Fees
* Recommended Fair

Land Use Share Fees

Low Density Residential $12,580/Unit
Medium Density Residentjal $9,470/Unit
Apartments $9,006/Unit
Mobile Homes $6,826/Unit
Elderly Residential $8,217/Unit
Commercial Lodging $8,347/Unit
Restaurants $40.001/S.F.
Regional Commercial $20.287/S.F.
General Commercial $19.404/S F.
General/Medical Office $19.120/S.F.
Industrial Uses $10.120/S F.
Warehouse Uses $8.357/S.F.
Hospital Uses $15,412/Bed
Commercial Recreational $23,218/Acre
No Other Category . $3,714/Unit

Alterpative Cost Methodology. A muore precise calculation of costs for specific types of land uses
can be determined by multiplying the average cost per trip-mile of $464 .22 by the applicable daily
trip-mile rate. The calculation can be found in Schedule 3.2 at the end of the Chapter and applied
to Table 3-3 following. These tables list trip-mile rates and costs for various residential, resort,
industrial and commercial developments. A fee system based on a lengthy schedule of trip mile
rates theoretically provides more accuracy and therefore equity in determining specific uses’
impact on the City's circulation system, but at the same time may increase the City's costs to
administer the fee. A more extensive listing of traffic generator by land use is available in Trip
Generation as published by the Institute of Transportation Engineers, Washington D.C.
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Table 3-3
Marginal Needs-based Fair Share Fees
for Specific Land-uses

Adjusted Average Trip-end Additional Cost per Cost per 1,000 Squarc

LAND USE Trip—ends Distance to Trip Trip-miles Trip~mile Feet or Dwelling Unit ‘]
RESIDENTIAL LANDUSES @or Uity — —— —————

Residential Low (SFR) 6.86 7.9 0.5 27.10 $M64.22 $12,580.36 /Unit
Residential Medium (SFR) 516 7.9 a5 204 $464.22 $9,470.09 /Unit
Apartment 4.91 7.9 0.5 19.4 $464.22 $9,005.87 /Unit

Mobile Home Dwelling 4.63 7.9 0.5 18.3 $264.22 38,495.23 /Unit T
Elderly Residential 4.48 79 0.5 17.7 $464.22 $8,216.69 /Unit
RESORT/TOURIST (per Unit or Entry Door):

Hotel 6.29 7.6 0.5 23.9 $464.22 $11,094.86 Room |
All Suites Hotel 3.77 7.6 0.5 14.3 $464.22 36,638.35 /Room

Motel 4.34 7.6 0.5 16.5 $464.22 $7,659.63 /Room
INDUSTRIAL (per 1000SF) ___—— — 7 e

General Light Industrial 6.17 9.0 0.5 27.8 $464.22 $12,905.32 /KSF —[
Heavy Industrial 5.97 5.0 G5 26.9 $464.22 $12,487.52 /KSF
Manufacturing 273 2.0 0.5 12.3 $464.22 $5,709.9] /KSF
Warehousing 4,39 9.0 0.5 19.8 $464.22 $9,191.56 /KSF

Storage Facility 2.21 9.0 0.5 9.9 $464.22 34,505 78 /KSF
COMMERCIAL (per 1,000 SF): . L . L )

Office Park 7.42 8.8 0.5 32.6 $464. 22 $15,133.57 /KSF j
Research Park 3.01 8.8 0.5 22.0 $464.22 $10,212.84 /KSF
Business Park 9.34 8.8 0.5 4.1 $464.22 $19,079.44 /KSF

Bldg. Materials/Lumber Store 29.35 4.3 0.5 63.1 $464.22 $29,292. 28 /KSF

Garden Center 23.45 4.3 0.5 50.4 $464.22 $23,396.69 /KSF
Movie Theater 2.47 4.3 0.5 5.3 $464.22 $2,460.37 /KSF

Church 5.92 4.3 .5 12.7 $464.22 35,895.59 /KSF
Medical~Dental Office 22.21 8.8 0.5 97.7 3464 .22 $45,354.29 /KSF

General Office Building 7.16 8.8 0.5 315 $464 22 $14,622.93 /KSF
Shopping Center 30.20 4.3 0.5 64.9 $464.22 330,127 88 /KSF
Hospital 11.42 4.3 0.5 24.6 $464.22 $11,419.81 /KSF
Discount Center 62.93 4.3 0.5 135.3 $464.22 $62,808.97 /KSF
High~Turnover Restaurant 8.50 4.3 0.5 19.1 $464.22 $8,866.60 /KSF
Convepience Market 43.57 4.3 0.5 93.7 . $464.22 $43,497.41 /KSF

Walk-in Bank 13.97 4.3 0.5 30.0 f $164.22 $13,926.60 /KSF

Other: (ot available “per KSF " o ]
Cemetary (per acre) 3.07 4.3 0.5 6.6 $a64.22 $3,063.85 /Acre

Service Station {only) 109.56 4.3 0.5 235.6 $464.22 3109,370.23 /EP/Day (4)
Service Station & Market 105.81 4.3 0.5 227.5 $64.22 $105,610.05 /FP/Day (4)
Service Station/Market/Wash 99.35 4.3 0.5 2136 $464.22 §99,157.39 /FP/Day (4)
NOTES:

1. ADT = Averagc Daily Trips 3. Adjusted for Pass-by and Diverted Trips.

2. K8E = Thoneand Squape Eeat of Cirnsse Floor Area 4 _FEP/Day = per *Fucling Pasition® per day
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This set of proposed fees would generate the basic needs amount of revenue necessary to construct
the needed circulation construction projects based upon a City-wide application. These figures
will then be compared to the financial commitment or equity distribution demonstrated by the
existing community.

The City has a significant inventory of circulation system infrastructure assets that have been
acquired or constructed over the life of the City. The assets acquired to date represent the City’s
attempt to generate the required circulation capacity in a proportional fashion. That is to say, if
roughly 75% of the traffic demand (in daily trip-miles) is represented by the existing community,
then at least 75% of the General Plan circulation system should have been generated also. The
City circulation system infrastructure assets consist of (and are not limited to):

® The City has 388.4 lane miles of major roadways with a replacement value of
approximately $365,330,760, or just under $950,000 million per lane mile.

® Seven bridges providing an approximate 1.1 lane miles of major roadway. The bridges,
at approximately $350 per square foot for construction costs, have a combined replacement
value of approximately $39,705,750.

® Sixty-one traffic signals (with signalized intersection improvements) that control traffic
on major roadways (as defined earlier in this Chapter). The sixty-one traffic signals and
signalized intersections have a replacement value of approximately $45,750.000.

® The same 61.41 lane miles of major roadway have required the acquisition of
36,120,000 square feet of right-of-way. Ata very conservative $15.00 per square foot (or
$653,400/acre), the right-of way would cost $541,800,000. This is the most expensive
circulation system asset that the City (and its residents) owns.

® The City has $595,000 in existing Fund Balance in the current Circulation Sysiem Fair
Share Fee Fund.

Combined, the five differing types of circulation system assets total just under $993,181,510 at
current replacement or acquisition costs. This represents the financial commitment of the existing
community. When this total cost of the existing circulation system is distributed over the entire
community, it gives us an average cost per new trip-mile. Table 3-4 following, distributes the net
$993,181,150 over the existing community, using the identical nexus factor (e.g. trip-miles) used
for distribution of future costs, the existing community has contributed the following, on average,
by land use:
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Existing Community Financial Commitment
or Local Circulation System or Equity-based Proportionality Test

Land Use

Recommended Fair
Share Fees

Low Density Residential

$14,306/Unit

Medium Density Residential

$10,769/Unit

Apartments $10,241/Unit
Mobile Homes $7,760/Unit
Elderly Residential $9,344/Unit
Commercial Lodging $9,492/Unit
Restaurants $45.489/S.F.
Regional Commercial $23.070/S.F,
General Commercial $22.199/S F.
General/Medical Office $22.067/S.F.
Industrial Uses $11.509/S.F.
Warehouse Uses $9.713/S.F.

Hospital Uses

$17,527/Bed

Commercial Recreational

$24,890Acre

No Other Category

$4,313/Unit

It should be noted that the existing community has contributed, on average, a greater amount, at

about 14% more, than would be required of future development to meet all of the basic needs for
build-out and all users.

Tables 3-2 (Basic Needs-based Fair Share Fee) and 3-4 (Current Financial Commitment or Equity-
based Proportionality Test Fair Share Fees) identify the amount of the pre-building. A detached
dwelling, has contributed, on average about $14,306 (Table 3-4) towards the construction of the
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.circuiation (street, signals and bridges) system, while with adoption of the Basic Needs-based Fair
Share Fees a detached dwelling unit would be asked to contribute $12,580 towards finishing the
system, or just under 88% of the existing contribution of the same detached dwelling unit.

Front-ended System. The resulting costs identified in Tables 3-2 and 3-4 indicate that there is the
likelihood of excess capacity in the existing circulation system, or at least a disproportionate
contribution between existing and future users of the City’s circulation system.

Recommended Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fee. The adoption of
the Fair Share Fees identified in the Marginal Needs-based costs identified in Table 3-2 (and
detailed in Schedule 3.2 at the end of the chapter), is recommended as the Fair Share Fee schedule
for the Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System capital needs and would generate enough
capital to construct the facilities needed to accommodate the new development. The impact fees
contained within Schedule 3.2 are just slightly lower than the existing community’s financial
commitment equity amounts as calculated in Schedule 3.3, thus not violating any proportionality
requirements.

[This space left blank to place the Chapter endnotes on a single page].
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Chapter Endnotes

1. The City’s Circulation element contains similar definitions and roadway cross-sections. For examples of each, see 7-4 and
7-5 in the City of Newport Beach General Plan Circulation Element.

2. Based upon 27.1 trip-miles per each of the 200 detached dwelling units (200 units X 27,1 trip-miles = 5,420 daily trip-
miles).

3. Based upon ten acres with a 0.25 Floor Area Ratio at {10 acres X 43,560 square feet/acre X 0.25 FAR X 43.7 daily-trip
miles per 1,000 §.F.).

4. Based upon the 25% FAR anticipated in the future and 10,890 square feet per acre times 43.7 trip-ends.
5. The normal route between a daily work-site and the residence of the motorist.

6. As an example, a motorist travels the same route from work to kome daily. On some number of occasions, the motorist
stops at a market along the route to pick up some groceries. These stops at the market would be considered pass-by trip-ends
in that they do not generate any additional miles along that route.

1. Trip Generation Handbook, Second Edition, Institute of Tratfic Engineers, 1099 14 Street, NW ., Suite 300, Washington
D.C. 20005-3438, Chapter 5, Section 5.1, Pass-by, Primary and Diverted Linked Trips.

8. ITbid, page 29
9. Ibid, page 29
10. Traffic Generators, San Diego Association of Governments, 401 B Street, Suite 800, San Diego, CA 92101, Brief Guide to

Traftic Generation Rates compiled in conjunction with the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, U.S.

Department of Transportation, the California Department of Transportation and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.
April, 2002,
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Schedule 3.1

City of Newport Beach
2007-08 Deveiopment impact (Fair Share) Fee Calculation and Nexus Report Construction Needs Construction Negds Construction Needs
Allocation of Praoject Cost Estimates That Repair/Replace That Increases Circulation to be Financed
Circulation (Streets, Signals and Bridges) System Infrastructure Capacity System Capacity by Other Sources
Estimated Percent | Apportioned | | Percent Apportioned Percent | Apportioned
Line # Description Cost Need Dollar Cost Need Doliar Cost 2% Bollar Cost
ST-07 BIuff Road and Coast Highway (1a) $5,781,000 0.00% $0| [ 50009  $2,890,500 50.00%|  $2.890,500
ST-02 15th and Coast Highway (ib) $5,781,000 0.00% $0 50.00%|  $2,890,500 50.00%  $2,890,500
ST-03 15th Street Extension (1L) $76,176,000 0:00% $0 $0 100.00% $76,176,000
ST-04 Newport Boulevard and 32nd Street (D&E) $1,245,500 . 0009 50 $1,245 500 0.00% $0
ST-05 Riverside Avenue & Coast Highway N $3,359,000 0:00%) $0 $3,358,000 0.00%, $0
ST-06 Tustin Avenue & Coast Highway (8) $4,247,000 0:00% $0 $4,247,000 0.00% 30
ST-07 MacArthur Blvd. & Campus Ave. (9) $2,121,000 0,009 80 $1,060,500 50.00%|  $1,060,500
ST-08 Jamboree Road & Campus Drive (13) $2,997,000 ~ 0.08% $0 $1,498,500 50.00%|  $1,498,500
ST-09 Campus Drive & Bristol Street - North (15) $18,585,000 D009 $0 $10,780,250 35.00%| $5,804,750
ST-10 Jamboree Road & Bristol Street - South (32) $4,911,166 0,00% $0 $4,911,166 0.00% $0
ST-11 MacArthur Road & Ford Road/Bonita Canyon {49) $2,673,000 0:00% $0 $2,673,000 0.00% $0
ST-12 MacArthur Road & San Joaquin Hifis Road (50) $4,767,000 0.00% 30 i} $3,575,250 25.00% $1,191,750
ST-13 Coast Highway, Dover to Newport Blvd. (A) $21,534,000 0:00% 30 100.00%! $21,534,000 0.00% $0
ST-14 Irvine Avenue & University Drive (B & 20) $8,709,000 0:00% $0 100:00%  $8,709,000 0.00%] $0
ST-15 Coast Highway and Bayside (C) $4,462,000  0.00% $0 100.00%]  $4,462,000 0.00% $0
ST-16 Placentia Avene, between Hospital & Superior (F) $4,790,000  0.00% 30 100.00%68  $4,790,000 0.00% $0
ST-17 15th Street between Placentia to Monrovia (G) $5,880,000 0.00% $0 100.00%  $5,880,000 0.00% $0
ST-18 MacArthur, Southerly of San Miguel to Coast Highway (H) $2,672,000 | [ 0.00% $0 100:00%|  $2,672,000 0.00% $0
ST-19 17th Street from Westerly Terminus to Bluff Road {J) $9,259,000 | | . O.09% %0 1600.0086  $9,259.000 0.00% 30
ST-20 Bluff Road between 17th Street to Coast Highway (K) $90,961,000 C0.60% $0 60.00%| $54,576,600 40.00%)| $36,384,400
ST-21 19th Street to Brookhurst (N) $55,586,717 0.00% 30 25.00%| $13,896,679 75.00%| $41,690,038
8§T-22 Arches Interchange Improvements $13,660,000 0.00% $0 56.00%|  $6,830,000 50.00%]  $6,830,000
ST-23 Intelligent Transportation System 54,284,000 0.00%, $0 50.00% $2,142,000 50.00%) $£2,142,000
ST-24 Pedestrian Improvements $12,000,000 0.00%] $0 50.00% $6,000,000 50.00% $6,000,000
| SUB-TOTAL ESTIMATED NEW PROJECT COSTS | $364,441,383 | | 0.00%] $0 ] [ 49.36%] $179,882,445 | | 50.64%] $184,558,938 |
LESS: Existing Circulation System DIF Fund Balance {$595,000) 0.00%)| $0 | [ 100.00%]  ($595,000)] | 0.00% $0
SUB-TOTAL ADJUSTMENTS ($595,000) 0.00% $0 | | 100.00%|  ($595,000) 0.00% $0 |
[ Total - Circulation System-related Capital Project Neéds | $363,846,383 | 0.00%] $0 49.28%| $179,287,445 | | 50.72%| $184,558,938 |

LS
e

evenue and Cost Specialists, L.L.C.
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Schedule 3.2

City of Newport Beach

2007-08 Development Impact (Fair Share) Fee Calculation and Nexus Report
Marginal Needs-based Impact Costs (Fees)

Circulation (Streets, Signals and Bridges) Systern

Undeveloped'|  Trip=mile Additional Percentage Allbeation of Bevelopment
tnits - taeneration Daily of Additional ExXpansion: Impact Fee per tnit
Proposed Land Use _ \ Rate Trip-mites. | Trip-nifles Costs or Square Foot
Low Density Residential 1,321 27.10 35,799 9.27% $16,618,750 §12,580 per Unit
Medium Density Residential 4,696 20.40 95,798 24 .80% $44,471,720 $3,470 per Unit
Apartments 5374 19.40 104,256 26.99% $48,398,126 $8.006 per Unit
Mobile Homes (145) 14.70 (2,132) -0.55% {$989,726) $6,826 per Unit
Elderly Residential 120 17.70 2,124 0.55% $986,011 $8,217 per Unit
Commercial Lodging 2221 17.98 39,934 10.34%) $18,538,316 $8,347 per Unit
Restaurants 57,760 86.17 4,977 1.29% $2,310,441 $40.001 per 8.F
Regional Commercial 288,525 43.70 12,609 3.26% $5,853,400 $20.287 per S.F
General Commercial 1,600,397 42.05 67,297 17.43% $31,240,875 $19.521 per S.F
General/Medical Office 385,720 41.80 16,123 4.17%)| $7,484,682 $19.404 per S.F
Industrial Uses (143,630) 21.80 (3,131) -0.81% {$1,453,485) $10.120 per S.F
Warehouse Uses 1,000 18.40 18 0.00% $8,357 &£8.357 perS.F
Hospital Uses (beds) 377 33.20 12,516 3.24% $5,810,226 $15,412 per Bed
Comm. Recreational (acres) 0 47.15 5 0.00% $2,322 $23,218 per Acre
No Other Category {units) 2 8.17 16 0.00% $7,428 $3,714 per Unit
[ N TOTAL | -1 ] 386,209 | 100:00%  $179,287,445 [in Total Circulation Capital Needs |

$179,287,445 | $464.22 per Daily Trip-mile |

fAIternative Community Equity-based "Trip-mile” Cost Alternative [ 386,209 [

(&%)
n
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Schedule 3.3

City of Newport Beach

2007-08 Development Impact (Fair Share) Fee Calculation and Nexus Report
Community Financial Committment or Equity~based Proportionality Test Fees
Circulation (Streets, Signals and Bridges) System

Developed Existing | Percentage Allocation of | Current Fipancial

Units SISt or Daily | of Existing Infrastructure |  Commitment pertinit
Propased Land: {se Rate: Trip-miifes . |  Trip-miles TEGuity” - or Square Fool
Low Density Residential 18,702 27.10 506,824 26.94%|  $267,558,212 $14,306 per Unit
Medium Density Residential 10,974 20.40 223,870 11.90%) $118,183,544 $10,769 per Unit
Apartments 9,703 19.40 188,238 10.01%) $99,373,004 $10,241 per Unit
Mobile Homes 600 14.70 8,820 0.47% $4,656,184 $7,760 per Unit
Elderly Residential 200 17.70 3,540 0.19% $1,868,810 $9,344 per Unit
Commercial Lodging 3,365 17.98 60,503 3.22% $31,940,231 $9.492 per Unif
Restaurants 115,090 86.17 9,917 0.53% $5,235,298 $45.489 per S.F
Regional Commercial 1,331,000 43.70 58,165 3.09% $30,705,974 $23.070 per S.F
General Commercial 4,038,787 42.05 172,354 9.16% $90,987,652 $22.199 per S.F
General/Medical Office 13,129,386 41.80 548,808 29.17% $289,722,041 $22.067 ber S.F
industrial Uses 1,291,079 21.80 28,146 1.50% $14,858,601 $11.509 per S.F
Warehouse Uses 196,420 18.40 3,614 0.19% $1,907,872 $9.713 per S.F
Hospital Uses (beds) 1,692 33.20 56,174 2.99% $29,654,900 $17,527 per Bed
Comm. Recreational (acres) 69 47.15 3,258 0.17% $1,719,932 $24,890 per Acre
No Cther Categery (units) 1,115 8.17 9,110 0.48% $4,809,273 $4.313 per Unit
[ ' TOTAL | - _ 1,881,341 100.00%  $993,181,510
Equity in Master Plan Major Streets $365,330, 760
Equity in Master Plan Major Bridges $39,705,750
Equity in Master Plan Traffic Signals $45,750,000
Equity in Master Plan Right-of-Way $541,800,000
Existing Circulation System Impact Fee Fund Balance $595,000
Alternative Marginal Needs-based * Trip-mile” Cost Alternalive 7,881,341 $993 181,510 $527.91 per Daily Trip-mile J

[ F]
[y
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City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Tite: Program:
Bluff Road and Coast Highway (1a) Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s): Project No.:
Public Works - Engineering ST-01

Project Description:

The proposed improvements consist of the addition of a second southbound right-turn lane and a second eastoound left-turn lane. The
improvement is beyond that required with the initial construction of Bluff Road and is needed o accommadate projected nCTEases in traffic
volumes from General Plan development. The project increases circulation system capacity . One~half of the improvement cost is included in
(and accommodates) City-wide development with the remainder specifically venefitting adjacent development. The project is consistent with the
City's Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH).

Justification/Requirement for Project:

This intersection improvement is required to accommodate General Plan development at the City's adopted level of service. The City can
expect 2 20% increase in the aember of daily trip-miles from the current 1,881,341 daily trip—miles to roughly 2,267,550 daily trip-miles, an
increase of 386,209 daily trip miles. There are limits as to how many additicnal lane miles can be constructed, thus optimum lane mile
configuration, turn pockets and pedestrian safety is absolutely necessary to complement the existing lane miles of existing major streets.

Consequences of Not Completing Project:
Failure or inability to widen thoroughfares o1 make other circulation improvements where warranted and needed would reduce the Level of
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Flow", and is identified

as "long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”. Level F, "Forced Flow™ creates "jammed conditions, back-ups from other
locations which restrict or prevent movement”.

Reference Document: Project Timing:

City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program — Intersection lmprovement The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this
Highways}. engagement, thus all project cost default to the "Build-out” column.

2012-13
PROPOSED 2008-09 2009-10 2011-12 through
EXPENDITURES Build—out

Design/Enginecring/Admin. 30 \ $513,000 \ $513,000

Land Acquisition/Right of Way 30 , $2.,016,000 \ $2.016,000

Constriction 30 $1,713,000 $1,713,000

Contingeicy $0 $1,539,000 $1,539,000
Equipment/Other $0 $0 $0

TOTAL COST $0

$5,781,000 $5,781,000

Potential Funding Sources:

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentially a
specifically-defined tax measure.




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title:
15th and Coast Highway {1b)

Program:

Circulation (strests, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Departrent(s):
Public Works — Engineering

Project No.:
ST-02

Project Description:

The propoesed improvements consist 0
improvement is beyond that required with
volumes from General Plan development. The proj
(and accommodates) City-wide development with t
City's Master Plan of Strests and Highways (MPSH).

f the addition of a second southbound 11
the initial construction of 15th Street and is needed
ect increases circulation system capacity.

he remainder specifically benefitting adjacent developme

ght-turn lane and a second eastbound left-turn lane. The
to accommodate projected increases in traffic
One-half of the improvement cost is included in

nt. The project is consistent with the

expect a 20% increase in the numb

Justification/Requirement for Project:
This intersection improvement is required to accom

modate General Plan development at the
er of daily trip-miles from the current 1,881,341 daily tri]
increase of 386,209 daily trip miles. There are limits as to how many additional lane miles can be constructe

configuration, turn pockets and pedestrian safety is absolutely necessary to complement the existing lane m

City's adopted level of service. The City can
p-miles to roughly 2 267,550 daily trip-miles, an

d, thus optimum lane mile
iles of existing major streets.

Failure or inability to widen thoroughfares or make
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these strect segments to
as “long gueues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”.

Consequences of Not Compieting Project:

locations which restrict or prevent movement”,

Level E or F by acting as a bostle

other circulation improvements where warranted and needed would reduce the Level of
neck. Level E is “Unstable Flow”, and i identilied
Level F, "Forced Flow" creates "jammed conditions, back-ups {rom other

Reference Document:

Preliminary
Highways).

City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program -
Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and

Intersection Improvement

Project Timing:

The timing ot scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay
acquisition descril

bed herein, was not included in the scope ol this

engagement, thus all project cost default to the "Build-out” column. J :

2012-13 Total
PROPOSED 2008-09 2009-10 20i0-11 2011-12 through all

EXPENDITURES Build-out Years
Design/Enginecring/Admin. $0 $0 50 $0 $513,000 $513,000
Land Acquisition/Right of Way $0 30 30 $0 $2,016,000 42,016,000
Construction $0 30 $0 $0 $1,713,000 $1,713,000 |...
Centingency $0 $0 $0 50 $1,539,000 $1,539,000
Equipment/Other 30 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL COST $0 $0 $0 $0|  $5.781,000 |  §5.781,00 :\ '
Potential Funding Sources: 40 B ]
Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Feir Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentially 2 '
specifically-defined tax measure.




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title: Program:
15th Street Extension (1L) Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s): Project No.:
Public Works - Engineering ST-03

Project Description:

The project consists of the extension of 15th Street westerly from its current terminus at Monrovia Avenue to Pacific Coast Highway. The
project bencfits adjacent development and will most likely be required as a condition of approvel. The project is consisient with the City's
Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH).

Justification/Requirement for Project: 4\
This intersection improvement is required to accommodate General Plan development at the City's adopted level of service. The City can
expect a 20% increase in the number of deily trip-miles from the current 1,881,341 daily trip-miles to roughly 2,267,550 daily trip-miles, an
increase of 386,209 daily trip miles. There are lirnits as to how many additional lane miles can be constructed, thus optimum lane mile
configuration, turn pockets and pedestrian safety is absolutely necessary to compiement the existing lane miles of existing major streets.

Consegquences of Not Completing Project:
Faiture or inability to widen thoroughfares or make other circulagion improvements where warranted and needed would reduce the Level of
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Flow", and is identified

as “long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”. Level F, "Forced Flow" creates "jammed conditions, back-ups frem other
locations which restrict or prevent movement".

Reference Document: Project Timing:

City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program - Intersection lmprovement The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and acquisition described herein, was not inciuded in the scope of this
Righways}. engagement, thus all project cost default to the "Build-cut” column.

.

Total
PROPOSED 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 through all

EXPENDITURES Build-out Years

Design/Engineering/ Admin, $6,757,750 $6,757,750

Land Acquisition/Right of Way $40,257,000 $40,257,000

Construction $8,888,000 $8.288,000

Contingency $20273.250 | $20.273.250 |
Equipment/Other 30 30 :

TOTAL COST $76,176,000 $76,176,0C&J

Potential Funding Sources:

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges} System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants ot potentially a
specifically—defined tax measure.




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title: ' Program:
Newport Boulevard and 32nd Street (D & E) Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s): Project No.:
Public Works — Engineering 5T-04

Project Description:

The proposed improvements consist of the addition of a southbound tight-turn lane and a third northvound through lane. The project increases
circulation system capacity and assists in accommodating new development. The project is consistent with the City's Master Plan of Streets and
Highways (MPSH).

Justification/Requirement for Project:

This segment of arterial roedway is required to complete the City’s Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH) and will assist in ]
accommodating the over 20% increase in daily trip-miles at General Plan build—out resulting from new development. This segment of roadway o
o intersection will provide an alternative for drivers whe have been displaced from other roadway segments, unable to be widened, that they
have previously been able to use but now find at maximum carrying capacity.

Consequences of Not Completing Project:
Failure or inability to widen thoroughfares or make other circulation improvements where warranted and needed would reduce the Level of
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Lovel E is "Unstable Flow", and is identified

as "long gueues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”. Level F, “Forced Flow" creates “jammed conditions, back-ups from other
locations which restrict or prevent movement”.

Reference Document: Project Timing:

City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program - Intersection Improvement The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this
Highways). engagement, thus all project cost default to the "Build-out" column.

Total
PROPOSED 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 through all

EXPENDITURES Build-out Years

Design/Engineering/Admin. $0 $141,750 $141,750

Land Acquisition/Right of Way $0 $14,500 $14,500 J .

Construction $0 $664,000 $664 000

Contingency %0 $425,250 $425,250
Equipment/Other 30 $0 ] 50

TOTAL COST $0 $1,245,500 \ $1.245,500 J

Potential Funding Sources:

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentially a
specifically-defined tax measure.




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title:
Riverside Avenue & Coast Highway (7)

Program:
Circulation {streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s}:
Public Works - Engineering

Project No.:
ST-05

Project Description:

The proposed improvements consist of the construction of a second eastbound \eft~turn lane, a third eastbound through lane and the conversion
of the westbound right-turn lane into a through lane. These improvements are required to to accommodate the additional projected traffic
volumes resulting from General Plan development throughout the City. The project is consistent with the City's Master Plan of Streets and
Highways (MPSH).

Justification/Requirement for Project:

This intersection improvement is required to accommodate General Plan development at the City's adopted Jevel of service. The City can
expect a 20% increase in the number of daily trip-miles from the current 1,881,341 daily trip-miles to roughly 2,267,550 daily trip-miles, an
increase of 386,209 daily trip miles. There are limits as to how many additional lane miles can be constructed, thus optimum lane mile
configuration, turn pockets and pedestrian safety is absolutely necessary to complement the existing lane miles of existing major streets.

Consequences of Not Completing Project:

Eailure or inability to widen thoroughfares or make other circulation improvements where warranted and needed would reduce the Level of
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Flow", and is identified
as "long queues of vehicles weiting upstream of the intersection”.
locations which restrict or prevent movement” .

Level F, "Forced Flow" creates "jammed conditions, back-ups from other

Reference Document: Project Timing:
City of Newport Fair Share Fes Program - Intersection Improvement | The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and acquisition described herein, was not inciuded in the scope of this
Highways). engagement, thus all preject cost default to the "Build-out” column. :
2 Total
PROPOSED 2008-09 200910 2010-i1 2011-12 through all
EXPENDITURES Build-out Years
Design/Engineering/Admin. $0 $0 $0 $0 $298,250 $298,250
Land Acquisition/Right of Way $0 $0 $0 $0 $718,000 $718,000
Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,448,000 $1.448,000 |
Contingency 30 30 $0 $0 $894,750 $894,750
Eguipment/Other $0 $0 $0 30 $0 $0
TOTAL COST

Potential Funding Sources
Circulation {streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees, Genera
specifically-defined tax measure.

t Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentially a




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title: Program:
Tustin Avenue & Coast Highway (8) Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s): Project No.:
Public Works - Engineering 5T-06

Project Description:
The proposed improvements include the construction of third eastbound through lane and the addition of a westbound lefi-turn lane. These
improvements are required to to accommodate the additional projected traffic volumes resulting from General Plan development. The project is
consistent with the City's Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH}.

Justification/Requirement for Project:

This intersection improvement is required to accommodate General Plan development at the City's adopted level of service, The City can
expect a 20% increase in the number of daily trip-miles from the current 1,881,341 daily trip—miles to roughly 2,267,550 daily trip-miles, an
increase of 386,209 daily srip miles. There are limits as to how many additional lane miles can be constructed, thus optimum lane mile
configuration, turn pockets and pedestrian safety is absolutely necessary to complement the existing lane miles of existing major streets.

Consequences of Not Completing Project.
Failure or inability te widen thoroughfares or make other circulation imprevements where warranted and needed would reduce the Level of
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Flow", and is identified

as "long queucs of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”. Level F, "Forced Flow" creates "jammed conditions, back-ups {rom other
locations which restrict or prevent movement”.

Reference Dacument: Project Timing:
City of Newpozt Fair Share Fee Program - Intersection Improvement | The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay
Pretiminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this
Highways). enpagement, thus all project cost default to the "Buiid-out” column.
Toral
PROPOSED 2008-09 2065-10 2010-11 2041-12 through all
EXPENDITURES Build-out Years
Design/Engineering/Admii. $0 %0 30 $0 $376.750 $376,750
Land Acquisition/Right of Way $0 30 30 $0 $1,134,000 $1,134,000
Construction $0 30 %0 | $0 $1,606,000 $1,606,000
Contingency 30 $0 $0 $o $§,130,250 $1,130,250
Equipment/Other 30 $0 $0 30 $0 $0
TOTAL COST $0 $0 $0 $0 $4.247,000 $4.247.000 |

Potential Funding Sources:

Circulation streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentially a
specificaliy-defined tax measure.
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City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title: Program:
Mac Arthur Blvd, & Campus Ave. ) Circulation {streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s): Project No.:
Public Works - Engineering ST-07

Project Description:
The project consists of adding a third northbound left-turn lane and converts a southbound through lane to a right~turn/through lane. These
improvements are required to to accommodate the additional projected traffic volumes resulting from General Plan development. The project
increases circulation system capacity. One-half of the improvement cost is included in (and accommodates) City-wide new development with
the remainder financed by the City of Irvine as a shared intersection. The project is consistent with the City's Master Pian of Streets and
Highways (MPSH).

Justification/Requirement for Project:

This intersection improvement is required to accommodate General Plan development at the City's adopted level of service. The City can
expect a 20% increase in the aumber of daily trip-miles from the current 1,881,341 daily trip—miles to roughly 2,267,550 dally trip-miles, an
increase of 386,209 daily trip miles. There are limits as to how many additional lane miles cen be constructed, thus optimum lane mile
configuration, turn pockets and pedestrian safety is absolutely necessary te complement the existing lane miles of existing major streets.

Consequences of Not Completing Project:

Eailure or inability to widen thoroughfares or make other circulation improvements where warranted and nceded would reduce the Level of
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments te Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Flow”, and is identified
as “long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”. Level F, "Forced Flow” creates “jammed conditions, back-ups {rom other
tocations which restrict or prevent movement”.

Reference Document: Project Timing:

City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program — Intersection Improvement The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS {Master Plan of Streets and acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope ol this
Highways). engagement, thus all project cost default to the "Build-out” columa.

Total
PROPOSED 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2041-12 through all
EXPENDITURES Build-out Years

Design/Engineering/ Admin. $0 ‘ $0 l $188,500 l $138,500

Laad Acquisition/Right of Way $0 ' 30 \ $420,000 l $420,000

Construction $0 $0 $047,000 l $547,000

Contingency 30 $0 $565,500 l $565,500
Equipment/Other 30 30 $0 '

TOTAL COST o 50 $2,121,000 \

Potential Funding Sources:

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentially a
specifically-defined tax measuré.




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title:
Jamboree Road & Campus Drive (13)

Program:
Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s}:
Public Works — Engineering

Project No.:
ST-08

Project Description:

City-wide new development with the remainder financed by the City of
Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MFPSH).

The improvement consists of eliminating the eastbound free right-turn lane, adding a fourth southbound through lane and adding a northbound
right—turn lane. These improvements are required to to accommodate the additional projected traffic volumes resulting from General Plan
deveiopment. The project increases circulation system capacity. One-half of the improvement cost is included in (and accommodates)

Irvine as a shared intersection. The project is consistent with the City’s

Justification/Requirement for Praject:

configuration, turn pockets and pedestrian safety is absolutely necessary

This intersection improvement is required to accommodate General Plan development at the City's adopted level of service. The City can
expect & 20% increase in the number of daily trip-miles from the current 1,881,341 daily trip-miles to roughly 2,267,550 daily trip-miles, an
increase of 386,209 daily trip miles. There are limits as to how many additional lane smiles can be constructed, thus optimum lane mile

to complement the existing lane miles of existing major streets.

Consequences of Not Completing Project:

as "long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”.
locations which restrict or provent movement”.

Fajlure or inability to widen thoroughfares or make other circulation improvements where warranted and needed would reduce the Level of
Service {LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottieneck. Level E is “Unstable Flow", and is identified
Level F, "Forced Flow" creates "jammed conditions, back-ups from cther

1

Reference Document: Project Timing:
City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program - Intersection lmprovement The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS {Master Plan of Streets and acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this
Highways). engagement, thus all preject cost default to the "Build-out” column.
2042-i3 Total
PROPOSED 2008-09 2009-10 2040-11 2011-12 through afl
EXPENDITURES Build-out Years
Design/Engineering/Admin, $0 30 $0 30 $266,250 $266,250
Land Acquisition/Right of Way $0 $0 $0 $0 $641,000 $641,000
Construction $0 30 $0 30 §1,291,000 41,291,000
Contingency 30 %0 30 30 $798.750 $798,750
Equipment/Other $0 $0 $0 30 £0 30
TOTAL COST $0 $0 30 $0 $2,997,000 $2,997,000 |

Potential Funding Sources:

specifically-defined tax measure.

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share

Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentially a
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City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title:
Campus Drive & Bristol Street — North (15)

Program:
Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Deparrment(s):
Public Works - Engineering

Project No.:
ST-09

Project Description:

The project improvements consist of adding a fourth northbound through lane, adding a third southbound right-turn lane and a fifth westbound
through lane. Also included is the widening of the Campus Drive bridge over SR-73. These improvements arc required to to accommodate the

addirionel projected traffic volumes resulting from General Plan development, The project increases circulation system capacity. Rou ghly 65%
of the improvement cost is included in (and accommodates) City-wide development with the remainder financed by the County’s John Wayne
Airport as & mitigation contribution resulting from that facility’s expansion. The project is consistent with the City's Master Plan of Streets and

Highways (MPSH).

Justification/Requirement for Project:

This intersection improvement is required to accommodate General Plan development at the City’s adopted level of service. The City can
expect a 20% increase in the number of daily trip-miles from the current 1,881,341 daily trip—miles to roughly 2,267,350 daily trip-miles, an
inerease of 386,209 daily trip miles, There are limits as to how many additional lane rmiles can be constructed, thus optimum lane mile
configuration, turn pockets and pedestrian safety is ahsolutely necessary to complement the existing lane miles of existing major streets.

Consequences of Not Completing Project:

Eailure or inability to widen thoroughfares or make other cireulation improvements where warranted and needed would reduce the Level of

Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is “Unstable Flow”, and is identified

as "jong queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”.
locations which restrict or prevent movement”.

Level F, "Forced Flow" creates "jammed conditions, back-ups from other

Reference Document:

City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program — Intersection Improvement
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and
Highways).

Project Timing:

The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay
acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this
engagement, thus all project cost default to the "Build-out” column.

PROPOSED
EXPENDITURES

2008-09 2008-10

201
through all
Build-out

2040-11

Years

Design/Engineering/Admin.

$1,471,250 $1,471,250

Land Acquisition/Right of Way

$1,076,000 $1,076,000

Construction

$9.624,000

$9.624,000 |

Contingency

$4,413,750 $4,413.750 J .

Equipment/Qther

w| 0

$16,585,000 \ $16,585,000

Potential Funding Sources:
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Circulation {streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellancous grants or potentially a

specifically-defined tax measure.




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title:
Jamboree Road & Bristol Street - South (32)

Program:
Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s):
Public Works — Engineering

Project No.:
ST-10

Project Description:

City's Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH).

The improvements include the addition of a sixth northbound lene and & fourth southbound lane on Jamboree Road bridge over SR-73. These
improvements are required to to accoramodate the additionat projected traffic volumes resulting from General Plan development througout the
City. The project increases circulation system capacity and accommodates development throughout the City.

The project is consistent with the

Justification/Requirement for Project:

This intersection improvement is required to accommodate General Plan development at the City's adopted level of service. The City can
expect a 20% increase in the number of daily trip-miles from the current 1,881,341 daily trip-miles to roughly 2,267,550 daily trip-miles, an
increase of 386,209 daily trip miles. There are limits as to how many additional lane miles can be constructed, thus optimum lane mile
configuration, turn pockets and pedestrian safety is absolutely necessary to complement the existing lane miles of existing major streets.

Consequences of Mot Completing Project:

as "long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”.
locations which restrict or prevent movement”.

Failure or inabitity to widen thoroughfares or make other circulation improvements where warrented and needed would reduce the Level of
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottieneck. Level E is
Level F, "Forced Flow" creates “jammed conditions, back-ups from other

"Unstable Flow", and is identified

Referenice Document:

City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program — Intersection Improvement
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and
Highways).

Project Timing:
The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay
acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this

engagement, thus all project cost default to the "Build-out” columa.

20i2-13 Total
PROPOSED 2008-09 2008-10 2010-11 2001-12 through all

EXPENDITURES Build-out Years
Design/Engineering/Admin. 30 $0 0 30 $111,618 $111,618
Land Acquisition/Right of Way 30 0 30 $0 $0 $0% _
Construction $0 30 $0 0| sadohs9s| 54464695 |
Contingency $o $0 $0 %0 $334,853 $334 853
Equipment/Qther $0 $0 $0 $0 30 50
TOTAL COST $0 $4,911,166 $4,911,1664r

Potential Funding Sources:

specifically-defined tax measure.

Circulation (streets, signals and bridpes) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellancous grants or potentially a




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Titie: Program:
MacArthur Road & Ford Road/Benita Canyon (49) Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s): Project No.:
Public Works - Engineering ST-11

Project Description:

The project improvements consist of the construction of a third southbound left-turn lane. These improvements are required to to accommodate
the additional projected traffic volumes resulting from General Plan development. The project increases circulation system capacity and
accommodates development throughout the City. The project is consistent with the City's Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH).

Justification/Requirement for Project:

This intersection improvement is required to accommodate General Plan development at the City’s adopted level of service. The City can
expect a 20% increase in the number of daily trip-miles from the current 1,881,341 daily trip-miles to roughly 2,267,550 daily trip-miles, an
wncrease of 386,200 daily trip miles. There are limits as to how many additional lane miles can be constructed, thus optimum lane mile
configuration, turn pockets and pedestrian safety is absolutely necessary to complement the existing lane miles of existing major streets.

Consequences of Not Completing Project:

Failure or inability to widen thoroughfares or make other circulation improvements where warranted and needed would reduce the Level of
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is “Unstable Flow", and is identified
as "long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”. Level F, "Forced Flow” creates "jammed conditions, back-ups {rom other
locations which restrict or prevent movement”.

Reference Document: Project Timing:

City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program - Intersection Improvement | The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this
Highways). engagement, thus all project cost default to the "Build-out” column.

2012-13 Tord W
PROPOSED 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011~12 through all :
EXPENDITURES Build-out Years

Design/Engineering/ Admin. $0 $0 30 50 $237,500 $237,500
Land Acquisition/Right of Way 30 $0 $0 $0 $504,000 $504,000
Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,219,000 $1.219,000
Contingency $0 $0 30 %0 $712,500 $712,500
Eguipment/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 30 $0
TOTAL COST $2,673,000 $2,673,000

Potential Funding Sources:

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentially &
specifically-defined tax measure.




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title:

Mac Arthur Road & Sar Joaguin Hills Road {(50)

Program:

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s):
Public Works — Engineering

Project No.:
ST-12

Project Descriptioin:
This imorovement provide for the addition of a third southbou
the northbound free—right—

nd left-turn lane, the addition of a third eastbound left-turn lane and converting
turn to a shared through/right lane. These improvements are required to to accommodate the additional p
traffic volumes resulting from General Plan development through
Three-fourths of the improvement cost is included in {and accommeodates) City-wide development with the
adjaceat development (Newport Center). The project is consistent with th

—out the City. The project increases circulaticn system capacity.
remainder specifically benefitting
e City's Master Plan of Streets and Highways {MPSH).

rojected

Justification/Requirement for Project:

This intersection improvement is required to accommodate General Plan development at the City's adopted level of
expect a 20% increase in the number of daily trip—mile:

ecessary to complement the existing lane miles of existing major streets.

service. The City can

s from the current 1,881,341 daily trip-miles to roughly 2,267,550 daily trip-miles, an
increase of 386,209 daily trip miles. There are limits as to how many additional lane miles can be constructed, thus optimum lane m
configuration, turn pockets and pedestrian safety is absolutely n

ile

Consequences of Not Completing Project:
Failure or inebility to widen thoroughfares or make other circulation improvements w
Service {LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Flow"
as "leng queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”.
locations which restrict or prevent movement”.

here warranted and needed would reduce the Level of

. and is identified
Level F, "Forced Flow™ creates "jammed conditions, back-ups {rom cther

Highways).

Reference Document:
City of Newport Fair Share Fec Program - Intersection Improvement
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and

Project Timing:

The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay
acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this
engagement, thus all project cost default to the *Build-out” column.

PROPOSED
EXPENDITURES

2008-09

200010 2010-11

2011-12

2012-13
through
Build-out

Total
ail
Years

Design/Engineering/ Admin. %0 $0 30 $0 $423,25C $423,250
Land Acquisition/Right of Way $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,285,000 $1,285,000
Construction $0 $0 30 $0 $1,789,000 $1,789,000

Contingency

$0

$0 30

30

$1,269,750

$1,269,730

Equipment/Other

$0

$0 $0

$0

$0

30

TOTAL CGST

$4,767,000

$4,767,000

Potential Funding Sources:

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentiaily a
specificalty-defined tax measure.
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City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title: Program:
Coast Highway, Dover to Newport Blvd. (A) Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s): Project No.:
Public Works — Engineering §T-13

ijrqjccc Description:
The project improvements consists of the widening of Coast Highway to three lanes in each direction. These improvements are required to to
accommodate the additional projected traffic volumes resulting from General Plan development. The project increases circulation system
capacity and accommodates general new development. Even though the street segment is a State highway, no assistance from the State is
anticipated. The project is consistent with the City’s Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH).

Justification/Requirement for Project:

This segment of arterial roadway is required to complete the City's Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH) and will assist in
accommodating the over 20% increase in daily trip-miles at General Plan build-out resulting from new development. This segment of roadway
or intersection will provide an slternative for drivers who have been displaced from other roadway segments, unable to be widened, that they
have previously been able to use but now find at maximum carrying capacity.

Consequences of Not Completing Project:

Failure or inability to widen thoroughfares or make other circulation improvements where warranted and needed would reduce the Level of
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these strect segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Flow", and is identified
as "long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”. Level F, "Forced Flow™ creates "jammed conditicns, back-ups [rom other
locations which testrict or prevent movement”.

Reference Document: Project Timing:

City of Newport Fair Share Fes Program — Intersection Improveraent | The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital cutlay
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this
Highways). engagement, thus all project cost default to the "Build-out” column.

2042-13
PROPOSED 200809 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 througl aff
EXPENDITURES Build-out Years

Design/Engineering/Admin. $0 $0 $0 30 $1,910,750 $1,910,750 J‘
Land Acquisition/Right of Way 30 $0 $0 30 $8,312,000 $8.312,000 }-?:
Construction %0 $0 %0 $0 $5,579,000 $5.579.000 |
Contingency 30 30 30 $0 $5,732,250 $5.732.,250
Equipment/Other 30 50 30 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL COST $0 %0 %0 50 $21,534,000 $21,534,000

Potential Funding Sources! 31

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentially a
specifically-defined tax measure.




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilitics Plan Project Detail

Project Title:
frvine Avenue & University Drive (B & 20)

Program:

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s):
Public Works - Engineering

Project No.:
5T-14

Project Description:

Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH).

The project inciude the widening of Irvine Avenue to
traffic. These improvements are required to to accommadat
The project increases circulation system capacity and accom

three through lanes

in each direction and the addition of a left/through lane for eastbound
o the additional projected traffic volumes resulting from General Plan development.
modates general new development. The project is consistent with the City’s Master

Justification/Reguirement for Project:

This combined segment of arterial readway and intersection improvement is require
Highways (MPSH) and will assist in accommedating the over 20% increase in daily trip-
development. This segment of roadway or intersection will provide an alternative for drivers w
segments, unable t be widened, that they have previously becn able to use but now find at maximum carrying capacity.

d to complete the City's Master Plan of Streets and
miles at General Plan build-out resuiting from new
ho have been displaced from other roadway

Consequences of Not Completing Project:

locations which restrict or prevent movement”.

Failure or inability to widen thoroughfares or make other circu
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E
as "long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”.

lation improvements where warranted and needed would reduce the Level of
or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Flow", and 1s identified
Level F, “Forced Elow" creates “jammed conditions, back-ups from other

Reference Document:

Highways).

City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program - Intersection Improvement
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and

Project Timing:

The timing ot scheduling of the capital construction or capital cutlay
acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this
engagement, thus all project cost default to the "Build-cut” column, J

2012-13 Total
PRQPOSED 2008-09 2000-10 2010-11 2011-12 through all
EXPENDITURES Build-out Years
Design/Engineering/Admin. $0 $0 $0 $0 $772,750 $772,750
Land Acquisition/Right of Way $0 30 $0 30 $2,297,300 $2,297,300
Censtruction 30 $0 $0 30 $3,320,700 $3,320,700
Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,318,250 $2,318,250
Equipment/Other $0 30 30 30 $0 $0
TOTAL COST $8,709,000

Potential Funding Sources:

specifically—defined tax measure.

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts

. miscellaneous grents or potentially a




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title:
Coast Highway and Bayside {(C)

Program:
Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s):
Public Works - Engineering

Project No.:
ST-15

Project Description:

(MPSH).

The improvements consist of a fourth castbound through lane from west of Bayside Drive to the point cast of the intersection where the fourth
lane begins. These improvements are required to to accommedate the additional projected traffic votumes resulting from General Plan :
development. The project increases circulation system capacity and accommodates general new development. Even though the street segment is e
2 State highway, no assistance from the State is anticipated. The project is consistent with the City's Master :

Plan of Streets and Highways

Justification/Requirement for Project:

accommodating the over 20%

This segment of arterial roadway is required to complete the City’s Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH) and will assist in

increase in daily trip-miles at General Plan build-out resulting from new development. This segment of roadway
or intersection will provide an alternative for drivers who have been displaced from other roadway segments, vnable to be widened, that they
have previously been able to use but now find at maximum earrying capacity.

Consequences of Not Completing Project:
Failure or inability to widen thoroughfares or

as "long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”.
locations which restrict or prevent movement”.

make other circulation improvements where warranted and needed would reduce the Level of
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these strect segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Flow", and is identified
Level F,

"Forced Flow" creates "jammed conditions, back-ups from other

Reference Document:

City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program - Intersection lmprovement
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS {Master Plan of Streets and
Highways}.

Project Timing:
The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay

acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this
engagement, thus ell project cost default to the "Build-out” column.

=

2012-13 Total
PROPOSED 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 through all
EXPENDITURES Build-out Years
Design/Engineering/Admin. $0 $0 50 $0 $396,000 $366,000
Land Acquisition/Right of Way $0 $0 30 $0 $1,234,000 $1.234,000
Construction 30 $0 $0 $0 $1,5644,000 $1,644,000
Contingency $0 30 $0 $0 $1,188,000 $1,188,000
Equipment/Other $0 $0 30 $0 30 $0
TOTAL COST mmm:a

FPorcntia} Funding Sources:
Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees,
specifically-defired tax measure.

General Fund receipts, miscellancous grants or potentially a
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City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title:

Placentia Avene, between Hospital & Superior (F)

Program:

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s):
Public Works - Engineering

Project No.:
S§T-16

Project Deseription:

The project consists of the widening of Placentia Avenue to two lan

accommodates general new development. The project is consis

es in gach direction. These improvements &
the additional projected traffic volumes resulting from General Plan development. The project increases circulation system capacity and
tent with the City's Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH).

te required to to accommodate

Justification/Requirement for Project:

This segment of arterial roadway is required to complete the City's Master Plan of Streets and Hi
accommodating the over 20% increase in daily trip-m

or intersection will provide an alternative for drivers w

have previously been able to use but now find at maximum carrying capacity.

ghways (MPSH) and will assist in
{les at General Plan build—out resulting from new development.
ho have been displaced from other roadwa

This segment of roadway
y segments, unable to be widened, that they

Counsequences of Not Completing Project:

Failure or inability to widen thoroughfares or mi
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Leve
as "long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”.

locations which restrict or prevent movement”,

ake other circulation improvements whe

re warranted and needed would reduce the Level of
| E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Flow™, and is identified
Level F, "Forced Flow" creates “jammed conditions, back-ups from other

Reference Documeitt:

City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program ~ Intersection Improvement

Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Pian of Streets and

Highways).

Project Timing:

The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capitel outlay
acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this
engagement, thus all project cost default to the "Build-out” column.

2012-13 Total
PROPOSED 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 through all
EXPENDITURES Build-out Years
Design/Enginecring/Admin. $0 $0 $0 30 $425,000 $425,000
Land Acquisition/Right of Way $0 $0 50 0 $1,449,500 $1.,449 500
Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,640,500 $1,640,500
Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,275,000 41,275,000
Equipment/Other $0 $0 0 $0 $o 30
TOTAL COST %0 0 50 s0| sem000|  s4790000 |

Potential Funding Sources:
Circulation {streets, signals and

pridges) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentially &
specifically-defined tax measure.
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City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title: Program:
15th Street between Placentia to Monrovia (G) Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s): Project No.:
Public Works ~ Engineering ST-17

Project Description:

The project consists of the widening of 15th Street to two lanes in each direction. These improvements are required to to accommodate the
additional projected traffic volumes resulting from General Plan development. The project increases circulation system capacity and
accommodates general new development. The project is consistent with the City's Master Plan of Streets and Highways {MPSH).

Justification/Requirement for Project:
This segment of arterial roadway is required to complete the City's Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH) and will assist in

accommodating the over 20% increase in daily trip-miles at Genera] Plan build-out resulting from new development. This segment of roadway | ..

or intersection will provide an alternative for drivers who have been displaced from other roadway segments, unable to be widened, that they
have previously been able to use but now find at maximum carrying capacity.

Consequences of Not Completing Project:
Failure or inability to widen thoroughfares or make other circulation improvements where warranted and needed would reduce the Level of
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Flow", and is identified

as "long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”. Level F, “Forced Flow" creates “jammed conditions, back-ups from other
locations which restrict or prevent movement”.

Reference Document: Project Timing:
City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program — Intersection Improvement | The timing or scheduling of the capitai construction or capital outlay
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this
Highways}. engagement, thus all project cost default to the "Build-out” column.
2012-13 Total
PROPOSED 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 through all
EXPENDITURES Build-out Years
Design/Engineering/Admin. 30 $0 $0 30 $522,000 $522,000
Land Acquisition/Right of Way $0 $0 $0 30 $1,370,800 $1,370,800
Construction $0 30 30 $0 $2.421,200 §2.421,200
Contingency 50 $0 $0 $0 $1,566,000 $1.566,000
Equipment/Other $0 $0 $0 30 30
TOTAL COST

Potential Funding Sources:

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellanecus grants or potentiaily a
specifically-defined tax measure.




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title:
MacArthur, Southerly of San Miguel to Coast Highway (H)

Program:

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s):
Public Works - Engineering

Project No.:
ST-18

Project Description:

The improvements include three through lanes in each dircction in this major street segment. These improvements are required to to
accommodate the additional projected traffic volumes resulting from General Plan development. The project increases circujation system
capacity and accommodates general new development. The project is consistent with the City's Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH),

Justification/Requirement for Project:

This segment of arterial roadway is required ta complete the City's Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MP3H) and will assist in
accommodating the over 20% increase in daily trip-miles at General Plan bu

or intersection will provide an alternative for drivers who have been displaced from other roadway segments, unable t

have previously been able to use but now find at maximum carrying capacity,

ild-out resulting from new development. This segment of roadway

© be widened, that they

Consequences of Not Completing Project:

Failure or inability to widen thoroughfares or make other circulation improvements where warranted and needed wouid reduce the Level of
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E

as "long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”
locations which restrict or prevent movement".

ts “Unstable Flow", and is identified
Level F, “Forced Flow” creates "jammed conditions, back-ups

from other

Reference Document:
City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program - Intersection Improvement

Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and
Highways).

Project Timing:
The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay
acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this

engagement, thus all project cost default to the “"Build-out” columz.

__J-...::

PROPOSED 2008~09 2009-10 201011 2011-12 through T:]Tj

EXPENDITURES Build-out Years
Design/Engineering/Admin. $0 30 30 3C $237,500 $237,500
Land Acquisition/Right of Way $0 $0 fo $0 30 $0
Construction $0 $o $0 $0 31,722,000 $1,722,000
Contingency $0 $0 $0 $o $712,500 §712,500
Equipment/Other $0 30 $0 30 $0 30
TOTAL COST $2,672,000 $2,672.000
Potential Funding Sources: 56 )

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentially a

specifically~defined tax measure.




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title: Program:
!7th Street from Westerly Terminus tc Bluff Road ) Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Subhmitting Department(s): Project No.:
Public Works - Engineering 5T-19

Project Description:
The project improvements consist of the extension of 17th Street westerly to connect with the future Bluff Road. These improvements are
required to te accommodate the additional projected traffic volumes resulting from General Plan development. The project increases circulation
system capacity and, barring additional knowledge about contiguous development, accommeodates development through—out the City. The
project is consistent with the City’s Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH).

Justification/Requirement for Project:
This segment of arterial roadway is required to complete the City's Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH) and will assist in
accommeodating the over 20% increase in daily trip-miles at General Plan build-out resulting from new development. This segment of roadway

or intersection will provide an alternative for drivers who have been displaced from other roedway segments, unable to be widened, that they
have previously been able to use but now find al maximum carrying capacity,

Consequences of Not Completing Project:
Failure or inability to widen thoroughfares or make other circulation improvements where warranted and needed would reduce the Leve] of
Service {LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Flow", and is identified

as "long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”. Level F, "Forced Flow" creates "tammed conditions, back-ups from other
locations which restrict or prevent movement" .

Reference Document: Project Timing:
City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program - Intersection Improvement | The timing or scheduling of the capital coastruction or capital outlay
Freliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and acquisition described herein, was not inciuded in the scope of this
Highways). engagement, thus all project cost default to the "Build-out” celumn.
201213 Total |
PROPOSED 2008-09 2009-10 2010~ii 2001-12 through all
EXPENDITURES Build-out Years
Design/Engineering/Admin. 50 $0 $o sC $821,750 $821,750
Land Acquisition/Right of Way 30 $0 30 30 $5,009,000 $5.009,000
Construction 30 $0 $0 30 $963,000 $963,000
Contingency $0 80 30 $0 $2,465,250 $2,465,250
Equipment/Other 30 $0 30 $0 $0 $o
TOTAL COST $0 30 30 30 $9,255,000 $9,259,000
Potential Funding Sources:
Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentially a
specifically-defined tax measure.




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Frojeet Title:
Bluff Road between 17th Street to Coest Highway {K)

Program:

Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s):
Public Works - Engineering

Project No., :
ST-20

Profect Description:

system capacity, Roughly 60%

of the improvement cost is included in (and accommodates) City-
specifically benefitting adjacent development. The project is consistent with the City's Mas

This project consists of the construction of Bluff Road to the standards of a four lane Secondary Arterial roadway. These improvements are
required to to accommodate the additional projected traffic volumes resulting from General Plan development.

The project increases circulation

wide development with the remainder

ter Plan of Streets and Highways {MPSH).

Justification/Requirement for Froject:

This segment of arterial roadway is required to complete the City’s Master
accommodating the over 20% increase in daily trip-miles at General Plan build-out resulting from new development. This segment of rcadway
or intersection will provide an alternative for drivers who have been displaced
have previously been able to use but now find at maximum carrying capacity.

Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH) and will assist in

from other roadway segments, unable to be widened, that they

Consequences of Not Completing Project:

as "long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”.
locations which restrict or prevent movement",

.

Failure or inability to widen thoroughfares or make other circulation improvements where warranted and needed would reduce the Level of
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Flow"

, and is identified

Level F, "Forced Flow" creates “jammed conditiors, back-ups from other

Reference Document:

City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program - Intersection Improvement
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and
Highways).

Project Timing:

The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay
acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this

engagement, thus all project cost default to the “Build-out” column,

specifically-defined tax measure.

Cireulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentially a

2012-}3 Total
PROPOSED 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-42 through all
EXPENDITURES Build-out Years
Design/Engineering/Admin. $0 30 30 30 $8,069,500 $8.,069,500
Land Acquisition/Right of Way 30 $0 30 30 $49 161,000 $49,161 000
Construction $0 $C 30 30 $9,522,000 $9,522,000
Contingency $0 $0 $0 30 $24,208,500 $24,308,500
Equipment/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 30
TOTAL COST $90,961,000 $90 961,000
Potential Funding Sources: 58




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title:
19th Street to Brookhurst (N)

Program:
Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s):
Public Works - Engineering

Project No.,:

Project Description:

system capacity. A quarter of the improvement costs are included in (and b
financed by regional improvement fu

enefits) the City-
nds. The project is consistent with the City’s Master Pla

wide cost distributuion with the remainder being
n of Streets and Highways (MPSH).

Justification/Requirement for Project:
This segment of arterial readway is required to complete the City's Master Plan of Streets and Highways (MPSH) and will ass
accommodating the over 20% increase in daily trip-miles at Genera) Plan buitd—out resulting from new development.
or intersection will provide an alternative for drivers who have been displaced fr
have previously been able to use but now find at maximum carrying capacity.

ist in

This segment of roadway
om other roadway segments, unable to be widened, that they

Consequences of Not Completing Project:

Failure or inabitity to widen thoroughfares or make other circulation improvements where warranted and needed would reduce
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Elow"
as "long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersec
locations which restrict or prevent movement",

tion”. Level F, “Forced Flow” creates “jammed conditions, back-

the Level of

. and is identified

ups frem other

Reference Document:
City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program — Intersection Improvement

Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS {(Master Plan of Streets and
Highways).

Project Timing:
The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or

capital outlay

acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this
engagement, thus all project cost default to the "Build—

out” column.

PROPOSED 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 fJfJ:'OH-"g‘f alf
EXPENDITURES Build-out Years
Design/Engineering/Admin, $0 30 $0 36 $0 $0
Land Acquisition/Right of Way 30 $0 $0 3o 30 30
Constriction $0 $0 g0 $0 $55,586,717 $55,586,717
Contingency $0 fo $0 $0 30 $¢
Eguipment/Other $0 30 $0 $0 $0 30
! TOTAL cOST $0 $0 |  $55,586,717 |  $55,586,717

Potential Funding Sources:
Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) S

ystem Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentially a
specifically-defined tax measure,

39




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title: Program:
Arches Interchange Improvements Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s): Project No.:
Public Works - Engineering

Project Deseription:

Consequences of Not Completing Project:
Failure or inability to widen thoroughfares or make other circulation improvements where warranted and needed would reduce the Leve] of
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acling as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Flow", and is identified
as “long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”. Level F, "Forced Flow" creates "jammed conditions, back-ups from other
locations which restrict or prevent movement”,

Reference Document; Project Timing:

City of Newport Fair Share Fee Program — Intersection Improvement | The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital cutlay
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streels and acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this
Highways). engagement, thus all project cost default to the “Build-out" column,

_—

012-13 Tota!
PROPOSED 2008-09 200910 2010-11 through all

EXPENDITURES Build-out Years

Design/Enginecering/Admin. $1,707,500 $1,707,500

Land Acquisition/Right of Way 50 $0

Construction $6.830,000 $6,830,000

Contingency $5,122.500 $5.122,500
Equipment/Other 30

TOTAL CosT $13,660.000

rm_};o{entfa.! Funding Sources:
Circulation (streets, signals and brid
specifically-defined tax measure.




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Project Title:
Intelligent Transportation System

Program:
Cireulation {streets, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s):
Public Works - Engineering

Project No,:
S$T-23

Project Description:

increased traffic. Included are item

City-wide development with the re
of Streets and Highways (MPSH).

This project consists of the installation of Intelli

intersections. These improvements are requir
roads. As a result, the project increases cireul

gent Transportation System (ITS) components at key locations that will be impacted by

s such as CCTV cameras, traffic cperation center improvements and equipment upgrades at signalized

ed to accommodate the reduction of required pedestrian crossing time on six and eight lane major
ation system capacity. One half of the improvement costs are included in (and accommeodates)
mainder being financed by regional imprevement funds. The project is consistent with the City's Master Plan |

existing major streets,

Justification/Requirement for Project:
This project will maximize traffic flow on the roadwa

Service (LOS) traffic flow along th
as "long queues of vehicles waiting

Consequences of Not Completing Project:
Failure or inability to widen thorou

es¢ street seg
upstream of

locations which restriet or prevent movement" .

ments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Level E is "Unstable Flow", and is identitied
the intersection". Leve! F, "Forced Elow" creates "jammed conditions, back-ups {rom other

Reference Document:
City of Newport Fair Share Fee Pr

Highways).

Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS {

ogram - Intersection Improvement

Master Plan of Streets and

Project Timing:
The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capital outlay
acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this

engagement, thus ail project cost default to the "Build-out” column.

2012-13 Total
PROPOSED 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 through alf

EXPENDITURES Build-out Years
Design/Engineering/Admin. $0 $0 30 30 $535,500 $535,500
Land Acquisition/Right of Way $0 $0 $0 $0 30 30
Construction $0 30 30 30 $2,142,000 $2,142,000
Contingency 30 $0 $0 3¢ $1,606,500 $1,606,500
Equipment/Other $o 30 $0 $o 30 30
TOTAL COST 30 8C $4,284,000 $4,284,000

Potential Funding Sources:




City of Newport Beach
Master Facilities Plan Project Detail

Program:
Pedestrian Improvements Circulation (strests, signals and bridges) System

Submitting Department(s): Project No.:
Public Works ~ Engineering

Project Description:

remainder being financed by regional improvement funds. The project is consistent with the City's Master Plan of Strests and Highways
(MPSH).

lustification/Requirement for Project:

These pedestrain improvements will increase the capacity of the road network. Relocating pedestrian crossings and/or coordinating them with
adjacent signais reduces the conflicts between pedestrian and motoristss allowing smoothed traffic flow.

Consequences of Not ¢ ompleting Project:
Failure or inability to widen thoroughfares or make other circulation im
Service (LOS) traffic flow along these street segments to Level E or F by acting as a bottleneck. Leve] E ig “Unstable Flow", and is identified

as "long queues of vehicles waiting upstream of the intersection”. Level F, "Forced Flow" creates "jammed conditions, back-ups from ather
locations which restrict or prevent movement”.

Reference Document: Profect Timing:

City of Newport Fair Share Fec Program — Intersection Improvement | The timing or scheduling of the capital construction or capitai outlay
Preliminary Cost Estimates and MPHS (Master Plan of Streets and acquisition described herein, was not included in the scope of this
Highways). engagement, thus ail project cost default to the “Build-out" column.

2012-13 Total

PROPOSED 200809 2009-10 2010-1¢ 2011-42 through alf
EXPENDITURES Build-out Years :
o —
Design/Engineering/Admin. 30 $0 $0 30 $1,500,000 $1.500,000
ST Akl
Land Acquisition/Right of Way $0 $0 $0 $o 30 80

Construction $0 $0 50 $0 $6,000,000 | $6.000.000 |
Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $4,500,000 | $4,500,000 |

Equipment/Otier $0 $0 $0 30 $0 $0

TOTAL CoOST $0 $12,000 OOﬂ $]2,000,00L

Potential Funding Sources.
Circulation (streets, signals and bridges) System Fair Share Fees, General Fund receipts, miscellaneous grants or potentially a

specifically-defined tax mensure.




Appendix B

Expanded Land-use Database
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Appendix B
City of Newport Beach

2007-08 Development Impact (Fair Share) Fee Calculation and Nexus Report
Land Use Database - Summary of All Sections

Total - Entire City - Anticipated Total G.P.
Bevelopment | | Development
s | | #ofUnits
Low Density Residential 1,321 20,023
Medium Density Residential 4,696 15,670
Apartments 5,374 15,077
Mobile Homes (145) 455
Elderly Residential 200 120 320
Commercial Lodging 3,385 2,221 5,586
Restaurants 115,090 57,760 172,850
Regional Commercial 1,331,000 288,525 1,619,525
General Commercial 4,098,787 1,600,397 5,699,184
General/Medical Office 13,129,386 385,720 13,515,106
Industrial Uses 1,291,079 (143,630) 1,147,449
Warehouse Uses 196,420 1,000 197,420
Hospital Uses {beds) 1,692 377 2,069
Comm. Recreational (acres) 69 0 69
No Other Category (units) 1,115 2 1,117
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Appendix C

Calculation of Trip-miles
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Appendix C

City of Newport Beach

2007-08 Development Impac! (Fair Share) Fee Calculation and Nexus Report

Calculation of Trip—miles, by Land-usge

Total Trip-enrids | Percerit of Diverted Diverted Percent Combined Remaining Adjusted T.E. | Average | Trip—ends Tatal Total Trip~ [ Average
Specific Land-use Units per Diverted |[Trip~ends %: Trip—ends of Pass-by | Divertedand | Trip TE's % as | ate, Adjustmen]  Trip X 50.0% Units by ~miles:by | Trip-miles
Unit Trip—ends { Adjustment | Percent Trips (1) Pass—by TE's | "Adjustment %" % X Tctal Trips] Length X Ltength | Land-use | Land-use | per Unit
Low Density Residential| 18,702 7.50 11.0 50.0%] 55 3.0 8.5 91.50%] 6.86 7.9 27.1 18,702 506,824 27.10
[Med, Density Residentia] 10,974 | 5.64 | 11.0 | 50.0%] 55 | 3.0 | 85 | 91.50%] 5.16 | 7.9 ] 204 | 10974 223870] 2040
[Apartments ] e703] 537] 11.0 ] 50.004] 5.5 | 3.0 | 8.5 | 91.50%] 4.91] 7.9 ] 194] s703| 188238]  19.40 ]
{Mobile Homes [ 600 | 4.0 ] 1.0 | 50.0%4] 55 | 3.0 8.5 | 91.5004] 3.71] 7.9 | 14.7 | 600 | 8820 | 1470
[Elderly Residential | 200 [ 490 1.0 ] 50.094] 55| 3.0 | 8.5 | 91.50%] 4.8 | 7.9 17.7 | 200 | 3540 |  17.70 |
Hotei Units 134 7.58 38.0 50.0% 19.0 4.0 23.0 77.00% 5.84 7.8 22.2 134 2,975
Mote! Units 3.231 5.08 38.0 50.0% 19.0 4.0 23.0 77.00%) 4.68 7.6 178 3,231 57,512
TotalsfAverage 3,365 60,487 17.98 }
Restaurant 99,450 51.18 37.0 50.0% 18.5 12.0 30.5 69.50%) 35.57 4.7 83.6 99,450 | 8,314,020
Fast Food Restaurant 15,640 62.78 37.0 50.0%] 18.5 12.0 30.5 69.50%] 4363 4.7 102.5 15,640 | 1,603,100
Totals/Average 115,090 | 9,917,120 86,17 |
Regionat Commercial | 1,331,000 [ 23.48 35.0 50.0% 17.5 11.0 285 71.50%] 18.79 52 | 437 ] 1,331,000 | 58,164,700 |  43.70 |
General Gommercial | 3,823,398 33.24 45.0 50.004] 22.5 15.0 37.5 62.50%] 23.90 3.6 43,0 | 3,823,398 [164,406,114
Auto Dealer/Sales 201,300 34.84 51.0 50.0% 25.5 28.0 53.5 46.50%) 16.20 238 227 | 201,300 | 4,569,510
Yacht Club 51,830 22.71 45.0 50.094) 22.5 15.0 37.5 62.50% 14.19 6.3 447 51,830 | 2,316,801
Thealer (seats) 5,489 0.34 45.0 50.00% 22.5 15.0 37.5 62.50% 0.21 6.1 0.80 5,489 3,293
Health Club 16,770 22.71 45.0 50.0% 22.5 15.0 37.5 52.50%) 14.19 8.8 62.4 16,770 | 1,045,448
Totals/Average 4,098,787 |172,342,166 42,05
General Office 11,657,109 11.08 19.0 50.0% 9.5 4.0 135 86.50%] 9.58 8.8 42.2 [11,857,109 [481,920,000
Medical Office 959,718 17.38 19.0 50.0%) 9.5 4.0 13.5 86.50%) 15.03 6.4 48.1| 959,718 | 46,162,436
Ghurches/Genters 377.780 6.09 19.0 50.0%) 9.5 2.0 11.5 88.50% 5.39 5.1 13.7 | 377780 | 5,175,586
Research/Development | 81,730 7.10 19.0 50.0% 9.5 4.0 13.5 86,5004 6.14 1.7 35.9 81,730 | 2,934,107
Pre-school/Day Care 48,050 29.05 19.0 50.0%4 9.5 2.0 1.5 88.50%] 25.71 43 55.3 48,050 | 2.657.165
Elementary/Private Sch 4,999 1.30 19.0 50.0%) 9.5 2.0 1.5 88.5004 .15 43 2.50 4,999 12,498
Totals/Average 13,129,386 548,871,792 41.80 |
[Industrial [ 1291079 ] 5.48 | 19.0 | 50.0%)] 9.5 | 20} 1.5 ] 88.50% 4.85 | 9.0 | 21.80 | 1,201,070 | 28145522  21.80 |
[Mini—Storage/Warehous| 196,420 | 461 | 19.0 | 50.004 95| 2.0 | 11.5] 88.50%] 4.08 | 9.0 ] 1840 | 196,420 | 3,614,128 18.40
Hospital 1,031 13.57 19.0 50.0%) 9.5 2.0 1.5 88.50%] 12.01 8.3 49.80 1,081 51,344
Nursing/Conv. Homes 661 2.00 19.0 50.0%) 9.5 2.0 115 28.50%] 1.77 8.3 7.30 661 4,825
Totals/Average 1.692 56,169 33.20 |
Commercial/Recreation 5.1 37.07 45.0 50.0% 225 15.0 375 62.50% 2317 6.3 73.00 5 372
Newport Dunes 64.0 20,02 39.0 50.0% 19.5 9.0 28.5 71.50% 14.31 6.3 45.10 64 2,888
Totals/Average 69 3,258 47.15 I
Tennis Club (courts) 60 25.26 39.00 50.0% 19.50 9.0 23.5 71.50%) 18.06 6.3 56.90 60 3,414
Marina (slips%: 1,055 2.39 39.00 50.0% 19.50 9.0 28.5 71.50% 1.71 8.3 5.40 1,055 5,697
Totals/Average 1,118 9,111 8.17 ]




End of Document
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Amendrments Abptoved by City Councl

Amendment Ne.  Date Resoution No.
A 07-22:74 8314
5 07-22-74 ails

9 20074 83g8
23 (portion) 03-10-75 8448
23 (portion) 03-24-75 8458
7718 03-28-77 9035
781 081475 9411
792 12-08-90 9933
8raF 021185 857
82-1 10-24-83 83104
a1 92484 84314
85-1-8 07-14-86 8555
86-2-A Q7-14-86 86-57
87-1-E-] 05-28-87 87-146
89-1-G 07-2489 89-82
Bo-2- 09-10:90 9086
o028 09-10-90 90-87

983D 09-13.99 9963
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NEWPGORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE
PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: tntersection #1a Bluff Rd & Coast Hwy Date: 08/07/2007
Mitigation: Add WB Right Turn, 2 EB Left Tums, 2 8B Left Tums, 2 SB Right Tums Estimated by: P. Chao

DESCRIPTION OF WORK ~ UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
1_ |Mobilization 10.00% $171,000
2 |Clear & Grub $10,000.00 / AC 1,32 $13,000
3 |Remave Striping $1000 f LF 4,290 $43,000
4 |Remove Curb & Gufter $30.00 J LF 1,650 §50,000
5 jRemove Median Curb 330.00 / LF 1,890 $57,000
6 - |Remove PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 16,500 $116,000
7 |Remove Pavement $4.00 / SF 7.100] - $28,000
8 |Remove Wall $10.00 7 LF 0 $0
9 |Remove Channel $1500 / LF 220 $3,000
10 [Remove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 [ LF 0 $0
11 [Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rail §70.00 [/ LF 0 $0
12 }Remove & Relocate Tree $3,000.00 / EA 0 $0
13 |Sawcut $1.00 / LF 1,650 $2,000
14 [Relocate Street Light $7,500.00 / EA 9 $68,000
15 jRelocate Traffic Signal System : $300,000.00 / EA 0 $0
16 [Relocate Freeway Sign {2 post) $1,000.00 [/ EA 0 30
17 _|Relocate Sign (1 Post) $300.00 / EA 1 $0
18 |Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 0 50
19 |Relocate Call Box _$2,000.00 / EA 0 $0
20 [Relocate Power Pole (Wood) $25,000.00 / EA 0 b0
21 _|Relocate Calch Basin $8,000.00 / EA 2 $16,000
22 |Relocate Fire Hydrant ' $2,500.00 / EA [v] $0
23 [|Relocate Bus Bench ) $600.00 / EA 1 $1,000
24 |Relocate Monument Wall $5,000.00 / EA 0 50
25 |Relocate Utility Boxes $500.00. / EA 12 $6,000
26 |Relocate Main Water Valve . $5,00000 / EA 1 $5,000
27 |Relocate Utility Vaul - $3,000.00 / EA 1 $3,000
28 |Adjust Manhole to Grade $1,500.00 / EA 0 30
29 {Adjust Water Meter $500.00 / EA 0 $0
30 Adjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 1 $1,000
31 |Adjust Minor Abave Ground Utilities $500.00 / EA 4 $2.000
32 |Modify Driveway $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
33 |Earthwork $12.00 5 CY . 2,700 $32,000
34 |Construct PCC Pavement $15.00 / SF 0 $0
35 |Construct AC Pavement 14.00 [/ SF 19,200 $269,000
36 [Construct AC Overlay $3.00 / SF [i] 30
37 |Construct Slumry Seal ' $0.25 / SF° 0 30
38 |{Construct Striping & Marking $4.00 [/ LF 1,650 $7.,000
39 |Construct AC Dike $7.00 / LF 0 $0
40 |Construct Curb & Gutter ) §30.00 [ LF 1,650 $50,000
41 |Construct Concrete Barrier $50.00 f LF - 0 $0
42 |Construct Median Curb . $20.00 / LF 1,640 $33,000
43 |Construct Median Concrete $10.00 / SF 10,660 $107,000
44 |Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 / SF 1,710 $17,000
45 [Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 17,700 $124,000
46 |Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA 4 $20,000
47 |Construct Retaining Wall $50.00 / SF 0 $0
48  |Construct Storm Drain Main . $100.00 / LF 0 $0
49 |Construct RCB . $1,000.00 / LF 150 $150,000
50 1Construct Headwall $5,000.00 f EA 1] %0
51 Construct Concrete V-Ditch . $15.00 f LF 120 $2,000
52 |Construct Bridge Widening . $500.00 7 SF 0 $0
63 _|Construct Parkway Landscaping/lrrigation $10.00 / SF [} 50
54 |Construct Wall §70.00 / LF 0 §0
55 |Building/Structure Demolition (1 Story) $10.00 / SF 0 50
56 |Traffic Control . 8% 1 $98,000
57 |Drainage ltems 10% 1 $132,000
58 |SWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $87,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL . $1,713,000
Right-of-Way 100 / SF 18,200 $1,920,000
Right-of-Way Management 5 1 % $96,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $2,016,000
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $3,729,000
Preliminary Project Development {10% of total Consfruction/RW cost) ) $373,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cost) $560,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $373,000
Confingency (20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $746,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $5,781,000
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NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE
PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Inlérsecﬁon #1b 15th Street Extension to Coast Hwy Date: 08/07/2007

Mitigation: Two Lanes Northbound and Southbound on 15th Street to Coast Highway.

Estimated by: D. Chanley

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COsT
T [Mobllization ' 10.00% $1,060,000
2 |[Clear & Grub $10,000.00 / AC 9.25 393,000
3 |Remove Striping $10.00 / LF 1,496 315,000
4 |Remove Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF 2,076 $62,000
5 |Remove Median Curb $3000 7 LF 1,720 §52,000
6 |Remove PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 20,762 $145,000
7 |Remove Pavement b4.00 / SF 0 $0
8 {Remove Wall $1000 [ LF 0 $0
9 |Remove Channel $1500 / LF 0 g0
10 |Remove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 7 LF 564 $28,000
11 |Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rail $70.00 / LF 0 $0
12 |Remove & Relocate Tree $3.000.00 / EA 0 $0
13 |Sawcut $1.00 / LF 2,076 $2,000
14 |Relocate Street Light $7.500.00 / EA 18 $135,000
15 {Relocate Traffic Signal System $300,000.00 / EA 0 $0
16 {Relocate Freeway Sign (2 post) $1,000.00 / EA 0 $0
17 _|Relocate Sign (1 Post) $300.00 / EA 0 $0
18 IReconsiruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 0 $0
19 [Relocate Call Box $2,000.00 / EA 0 $0
20 |Relocate Power Pole (Wood) $25,000.00 / EA 1 $25,000
21 |Relocate Catch Basin $8,000.00 / EA 3 $24,000
22 [Relocate Fire Hydrant $2,500.00 / EA 0 30
23 {Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 1 $1,000
24 |Relocate Monument Wall $5.000.00 / EA 0 30
25 |Relocate Utility Boxes $500.00 / EA 0 30
26 |Relocate Main Water Valve $5,000.00 / EA 0 50
27 _|Relocate Utility Vault $3,000.00 / EA 5 $15,000 §-
28  |Adjust Manhole to Grade $1.500.00 / EA 1 $2,000
29 1Adjust Water Meter $500.00 / EA i $1.000
30_ jAdjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 0 $0
31 jAdjust Minor Above Ground Utilities $500.00 / EA 5 $3,000
32 |Modify Driveway $5,000.00 / EA 1 $5,000
33 |Earthwork () $100.00 / LF 3,900 $390,000
34 [Construct PCC Pavement $15.00 / SF 0 $0
35 JConstruct AC Pavement $14.00 |/ 8F 348,882 $4,884,000
36 {Construct AC Overlay $3.00 / SF 0 $0
37 {Construct Slurry Seal $0.25 / SF 0 30
38 |Construct Striping & Marking $4.00 / LF 5117 $20,000
38  |Construct AC Dike $7.00 / LF 0 30
40  iConstruct Curb & Gutter $30.00 ! LF 7.642 $229,000
41 " IConstruct Concrete Barrier $50.00 / LF 0 $0
42 iConstruct Median Curb $20.00 / LF 8,823 $176,000
43 [Construct Median Concrete $10.00 [ 8F 0 30
44 |Construct Median/Parkway Landseaping $10.00 / SF 69,478 $695,000
45 |Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 76,423 $535,000
46 |Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA - B $40,000
47 {Construct Retaining Wall $50.00 / SF 0 $0
48 [Construct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF 0 $0
49 |Construct RCB $1.000.00 / LF 0 30
50 |Construct Headwall $5.000.00 / EA 0 $0
51 |Construct Concrete V-Ditch $15.060 / LF 0 0
52 jConstruct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF 0 $0
53 |Construct Parkway Landscaping/Irrigation $10.00 / SF 0 $0
54  |Construct Wall $70.00 / LF 0 80
55 |Building/Structure Demolition {1 Story) $10.00 / SF 0]. 80
56 |Traffic Control 8% 1 $606,000
57 |Drainage ltems 10% 1 $818,000
58 {SWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $540,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $10,601,000
Right-of-Way 100 / SF 402,600 $40,260,000
Right-of-Way Management 51 % $2,013,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $42,273,000
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $52,874,000
LPreliminary Project Development (10% of totaf Construction/RW cost) $5,288,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cost) $7,932,000
Coenstruction Engineering Costs/Administration (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $5,288,000
Contingency (20% of Totai Construction/RW cost) $10,575,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $81,957,000
NOTE: ("} The Unit Price of Earthwork of $100.00/LF is based on 104 i of road width from RW to RW, average depth of 10 ft for cut and fill

and $2.50/CY
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NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE

PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Intersection # 6 Newport Blvd & 32nd St

Date:

08/07/2007 _

Mitigation: Add 2nd WB LT lane, EB LT fane, 3rd SB T lane, NB 3rd T iane Estimated by: S. Foster .

DESCRIPTION OF WORK . UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
1__|Mobilzation 10.00% $101,000
2  |Clear & Grub $10,000.00 /7 AC 0.0 $0
3 |Remove Striping $10.00 / LF 1,300 $13,000
4 jRemove Curb & Gutier $30.00 / LF 740 $22,000
5 |Remove Median Curb $30.00 f LF 150 $5,000
6 IRemave PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 4,550 $32,000
7 [Remove Pavement $4.00 / SF 0 30
8 |Remave Wall $10.00 / LF 130 $1,000
9 |Remove Channel $15.00 / LF 65 $1,000
10 |Remove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 / LF 0 50
11 |Reconstrict Metal Beam Guard Rail $70.00 / LF 0 b0
12 |Remove & Relocate Tree $3.000.00 / EA 6 $18,000
13 |Sawcut $1.00 / LF 740 $1,000
14 |Relocate Street Light $7,500.00 / EA 9 $68,000
15 iRelocate Traffic Signal System $300,000.00 / EA 1 $300,000
16 ]Relocate Freeway Sign (2 post) $1,000.00 [/ EA 0 $0
17 _jRelocate Sign (1 Post) $300.00 / EA 4 $1,000
18 jReconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 8] $0
19 |Relocate Calt Box $2,00000 / EA 0 b0
20 |Relocate Power Pole $25,000.00 / EA 0 30
21 |Relocate Catch Basin $8,000.00 / EA 3 $24,000
22 |Relocate Fire Hydrant $2,500.00 / EA ] 30
23 ]Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 0 $0
24  |Relocate Monument Wall $5,000.00 / EA 1 $5,000
25 |Relocate Utility Boxes $500.00 / EA 7 $4,000
26 |Relocate Main Water Valve $5,00000 / EA 0 $0
27 [Relocate Utility Vault $3,000.00 / EA 1 $3,000
28 |Adjust Manhole to Grade $1,500.00 / EA 9 $14,000
29 - |Adjust Water Meter $500.00 / EA 0 $0
30  |Adjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 2 $1,000
31 jAdjust Minor Above Ground Utilities $500.00 / EA 5 $3.000
32  |Modify Driveway $5,000.00 / EA 4 $20,000
33 |Earthwork $12.00 7 CY 650 $8,000
34 |Construct PCC Pavement $15.00 / SF 0 $0
35 |Construct AC Pavement $14.00 / SF 4,500 $63,000
36 jConstruct AC Overay $3.00 / SF 0 $0
37 [Construct Slurry Seal $0.25 / SF 80,500 $20,000
38 [Construct Striping & Marking $400 / LF 1,300 $5,000
38 |Construct AC Dike $7.00 / LF 0 $0
40 [Construct Curb & Gutter $3000 [/ LF 740 $22,000
41 |Construct Concrete Bander $50.00 / LF 0 $0
42 1Construct Median Curb $20.00 [ LF 100 $2,000
43 iConstruct Median Concrete $10.00 / SF 230 $2,000
44 |Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 / SF ¢ $0
45 |Construct PCC Sidewalk - $7.00 / SF 4,650 $32,000
46 | Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA B $30,000
47 |Constiuct Relaining Wall $50.00 / SF a0 $5.,000
48 Construct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF 0 $0
49 |Construct RCB $1,000.00 / LF 0 $0
50 [Construct Headwall 55,000.00 / EA 0 $0
51 |Construct Concrete V-Ditch 500 / LF 0 $0
52 |Construct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF 0 $0
53 |Construct Parkway Landscaping/Imigation $10.00 / SF 0 $0
54  iConstruct Wall b70.00 [/ LF 0 b0
55 {Building/Structure Demolition {1 Story) $10.00 / SF 1 $0
56 |Traffic Control 8% 1 $58,000
57 |Drainage ltems 10% 1 378,000
58 |SWPPP Plan and Implementation 8% 1 $52,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $1,014,000
Right-of-Way 100 / SF 135 $13,500
Right-of-Way Management 5 | % $1,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $14 500
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $1,029,000
Preliminary Project Development {10% of total Construction/RW cost) $103,000
Design E:ngineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cost) $155,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $103,000
Contingency (20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $206,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $1,596,000
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NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE

PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Intersection #7 Riverside Ave & Coast Hwy )

Date: 08/07/2007
Mitigation: Add 2nd EB LT lane, 3rd EB T lane, Eliminate WB RT lane Estimated by: S. Foster/J. McNeill

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
1 |Mobilization 10.00% $145,000
2  |Clear & Grub $10,000.00 / AC 0.1 $1,000
3  |Remove Siriping $10.00 / LF 1,420 $14,000
4 |Remove Curb & Gutter 30,00 / LF 1,160 $35,000
5 |Remove Median Curb $30.00 / LF 1,015 $30.000
6 |Remove PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 12,630 $88,000
7 |Remove Pavement $4.00 / SF 4,090 $16,000
8 |Remove Wall $1000 /7 LF [1] $0,
9 |Remove Channel $15.00 / LF 0 $0
10 |Remove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 / LF 0 $0
11 |Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rail $70.00 /1 LF 0 $0
12 |Remove & Relocate Tree $3,000.00 / EA 0 $0
13 [Sawcut $1.00 / LF 2,520 $3,000
14 |Relocate Street Light $7,500.00 / EA 2 $15,000
15 |Relocate Traffic Signal System $300,000.00 / EA 1 $300,000
16 IRelocate Freaway Sign (2 post) $1,000.00 / EA 0 $0
17 _|Relocate Sign (1 Post) $300.00 / EA 6 $2,000
18 |Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 0 30
19 [Relocate Call Box $2,000.00 / EA 0 50
20 |Relocate Power Pole $25,000.00 / EA 0 b0
21 |Relocate Catch Basin §8,000.00 / EA 2 $16,000
22  [Relocate Fire Hydrant $2,500.60 7 EA 1 $3,000
23 |Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 0 $0
24 |Relocate Monument Wall $5,000.00 7 EA 2 $10,000
25 [Relocate Utility Boxes $500.00 / EA 13 $7.000
26 [Relocate Main Water Valve $5,00000 / EA 0 30
27 [Relocate Utility Vault $3,000.00 J EA 2 $6,000
28 {Adjust Manhole to Grade $1,500.00 / EA 12 $18,000
28  {Adjust Water Meter $500.00 / EA 20 $10,000
30 {Adjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 1 $1,000
31 |Adjust Minor Above Ground Utilities $500.00 / EA 7 $4,000
32_ |Modify Driveway $5.000.00 / EA 6 $30,000
33 |Earthwork $12.00 /| CY 1,450 $17,000
34 iConstruct PCC Pavement $15.00 / SF 0 $0
35 [Construct AC Pavement $1400 / SF 13,800 $193,000
36 [Construct AC Overlay p3.00 / SF 0 30
37 _[Construct Slurry Seal $0.25 /| SF 106,600 $27,000
38 |Construct Striping & Marking $4.00 / LF 1,420 $6,000
39 |Construct AC Dike $7.00 / LF 0 30
40 |Construct Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF 952 $29,000
41 {Construct Concrete Barrier $5000 / LF 0 $0
42 {Construct Median Curb $2000 [ LF 750 $15,000
43 _|Construct Median Concrete $10.00 / SF 2,370 $24,000
44  |Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping b10.00 [ SF 0 3o
45 |Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 9,000 563,000
46 |Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA 2 $10,000
47 iConstruct Retaining Wall $50.00 / SF $0
48 . |Construct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF $0
49 |Construct RCB $1,000.00 / LF $0
50 |Construct Headwall $5,000.00 / EA 30
51 [Construct Congrete V-Ditch $15.00 [/ LF $0
52 [Construct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF $0
53 _|Construct Parkway Landscapingfirrigation $10.00 / SF b0
54 |Construct Wall $70.00 / LF $0
55 _{Building/Structure Demolition (1 Story) $10.00 / SF 4,120 $41,000
56 |Traffic Control 8% 1 $83,000
57 |Drainage ltems 10% 1 $112.000
58 |SWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $74,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $1,448,000
Right-of-Way ] 100 / SF 6,840 $684,000
Right-oi-Way Management 5 1 % $34,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $718,000
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $2,166,000
Preliminary Project Development {10% of total Construction/RW cost) $217,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cost} $325,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $217,000
Contingency (20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $434,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $3,359,000
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NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE
PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Intersection #8 Tustin Ave & Coast Hwy Date: 08/07/2007
Mitigation: Add 3rd EB T {ane Estimated by: S. Foster/). McNeill

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
1 Mobilization 10.00% $161,060
2  IClear & Grub ) $10,000.00 / AC 0 $0
3 }Remove Striping $10.00 / LF 1,050 $11,000
4 iRemove Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF 875 §26,000
5 |Remove Median Curh $3000 / LF 570 $17,000
6 |Remove PCC Sidewalk - . $7.00 / SF 9,100 $64,000
7 |Remove Pavement $4.00 |/ SF 1,200 $5.000
8 |Remove Wall $10.00 f LF $0
9 |Remove Channel $15.00 f LF 4]
10 |Remove/Replace Chain Link Fence 360.00 / LF $0
11 jReconstruct Melal Beam Guard Rail b70.00 / LF $0
12 jRemove & Relocate Tree $3,000.00 }/ EA 13 $39,000
13 {Sawcut $1.00 / LF 875 $1,000
14 |Relocate Streef Light $7.500.00 [/ EA 1 $8,000
15 |Relocate Traffic Signal System $300,000.00 / EA 1 $300,000
16 |Relocate Freeway Sign {2 post) $1,000.00 / EA 0 - $0
17 |Relocate Sign (1 Posf) $300.00 / EA 8 $2,000
18 _|Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA $0
18 {Relocate Call Box $2,000.00 / EA $0
20 |Relocate Power Pole (Wood) $25,000.00 / EA $0
21 |Relocate Catch Basin $8,000.00 / EA 2 $16,000
22 |Relocats Fire Hydrant $2,500.00 / EA 1 $3,000
23 |Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 20 $12,000
24 |Relocate Monument Wall $5,000.00 f EA 5 $25,000
25 |Relocate Utility Boxes $500.00 / EA 15 $3,000
26 {Relocate Main Water Valve $5,000.00 / EA 30
27 {Relocate Utility Vault $3,000.00 / EA 6 $18,000
28 |Adjust Manhole to Grade $1,500.00 / EA 14 $21,000
28 |Adjust Water Meter $500.00 / EA 17 $9,000
30 |Adjust Water Valve - $500.00 [ EA - §0
31 Adjust Minor Above Ground Utilitie $500.00 / EA 16 $8.000
32 [Modify Driveway $5,000.00 / EA 5 b25,000
33 |Earthwork $12.00 / CY 1,200 b14,000
34 [Censtruct PCC Pavement $15.00 / SF - 30
35 |Construct AC Pavement $1400 / SF 9,400 $132,000
36 |Construct AC Overlay : $3.00 / SF $o
37 |Construct Slumy Seal $0.25 / SF 93,200 $23,000
38 iConstruct Striping & Marking $400 / LF 1,050 $4,000
39 |[Construct AC Dike $7.00 [/ LF $0
40 |Construct Curb & Guiter $30.00 J LF 840 $25,000
41 |Construct Concrete Barrier $50.00 / LF $0
42  |Construct Median Curb $20.00 / LF 450 $9,000
43 JConstruct Median Concrete $10.00 / SF 1,650 $17,000
44 [Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 / SF $0
45 |Construct PCC Sidewalk : $7.00 [/ SF 6,400 b45,000
46 [Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA 2 $10,000
47 {Construct Retaining Walt $50.00 / SF $0
48 |Construct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF $0
49 |Construct RCB $1,000.00 7 LF $0
50 [Construct Headwall $5,000.00 / EA $0
51 |Construct Concrete V-Ditch $15.00 /7 LF $0
52 |Construct Bridge Widening ) $500.00 / SF $0
53 Consiruct Parkway Landscaping/Irrigation $10.00 / SF $0
54 [Construct Wall $70.00 7 LF $0
85 |Bullding/Structure Demolition {1 Story) ) $10.00 [/ SF 4,720 $47,000
56 |Building/Structure Demeolition (2 Story) $15.00 / SF 14,620 $219,000
57 |[Traffic Control 8% 1 $76,000
58 iDrainage ltems 10% 1 $124,000
59 |SWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $82,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $1,606,000
Right-of-Way 100 / SF 10,800 51,080,000
Right-of-Way Management 5 1 % $54,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $1,134,000
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $2,740,000
Preliminary Project Davelopment (10% of totat Canstruction/RW cost) $274,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cost) $411,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $274,000
Contingency (20% of Total Construction/RW cost) - $548,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $4,247,000
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NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE

PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Intersection # @ MacArthur Bivd & Campus Dr Date: 08/07/2007
Mitigation: Add 2nd NB L lane, Add $B T/RT, Efiminate SB through Estimated by: S. Foster

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
1 iMobilization 10.00% 1 $95,000
2  IClear & Grub $10,000.00 / AC 0.1 $1,000
3 |Remove Striping -$10.00 / LF 1,300 $13,000
4 |Remove Curb & Guiter 530.00 / LF 850 $26,000
5 |Remove Median Curb $30.00 / LF 50 $2,000
6 |Remove PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 2,850 $21,000
7 |Remove Pavement $4.00 / SF 0 $0
8 |Remove Wall $1000 / LF 0 30
9 |Remove Channel $15.00 / LF 0 $0
10 JRemove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 / LF ] $0
11 Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rail $70.00 / LF 0 $0
12 iRemove & Relocate Tree $3,000.00 / EA 15 $45,000
13 |Sawcut $1.00 / LF 850 $1,000
14 |Relocate Street Light $7,500.00 / EA 3 $23,000
15 |Relocate Traffic Signal System $300,000.00 / EA 1 $300,000
16 _|Relocate Freeway Sign (2 post) $1.000.00 / EA a $0
17 _|Relocate Sign (1 Post) $300.00 / EA 3 $1,000
18 |Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 0 $0
18 |Relocate Call Box $2,000.00 / EA 0 $0
20 |Relocate Power Pole (wooden) $25,000.00 [ EA 0 $0
21 |Relocate Catch Basin $8,000.00 / EA 1 $8,000
22 |Relocate Fire Hydrant $2,500.00 / EA 3 $8.000
23 |Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 0 $0
24 |Relocate Monument Wall $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
25 |Relocate Utility Boxes $500.00 |/ EA 9 $5,000
26 |Relocate Main Water Valve $5,000.00 / EA 0 £0
27 |Relocate Utility Vault $3,000.00 / EA 3 59,000
28 |Adjust Manhole to Grade $1,500.00 / EA 1 52,000
29 JAdjust Water Mster $6500.00 / EA 0 $0
30 ]Adjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 0 $0
31 |Adjust Minor Above Ground Utilities $500.00 / EA 1 $1,000
32 |Modify Driveway $5.000.00 7 EA 8 $40,000
33 |Earthwork $12.00 / CY 500 $6,000
34 |Construct PCC Pavement $1500 / SF 0 $0
35 |Construct AC Pavement $14.00 [/ SF 5,000 §70,000
36 __[Construct AC Overlay $3.00 / SF 0 $0
37 |Construct Slurry Seal $0.25 |/ SF 72,200 $18,000
38  {Construct Striping & Marking $400 [ LF 1,300 $5,000
39 |Construct AC Dike ) $7.00 / LF 0 30
40 |Construct Curb & Guiter $30.00 / LF 850 $26,000
41 |Construct Concrete Barrier $50.00 / LF 0 30
42  |Construct Median Curb $20.00 / LF 50 $1,000
43 |Construct Median Concrete $10.00 / SF 120 $1.000
44 _|Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 / SF 0 $0
45 [Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 2,750 $19,000
46 [Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA 5 $25,000
47 _|Construct Retaining Wall $50.00 f SF Y $0
48 |Construct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF 0 50
49 |Consiruct RCB $1,000.00 / LF 0 b0
50 {Construct Headwall $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
51 {Construct Concrete V-Ditch $15.00 7 LF 4] $0
52 |Construct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF 0 30
63 _|Construct Parkway Landscaping/Irrigation $10.00 / SF 0 30
54 |Construct Wall $7000 / LF 0 $0
55 |Building/Structure Demolition {1 Story) $10.00 / SF 0 &0
56 |Traffic Control 8% 1 $54,000
57 |Drainage ltems 10% 1 $73,000
58 [SWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $48,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $947,000
Right-of-Way 100 / SF 4,000 $400,000
Right-of-Way Management 5 I % 1 $20,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $420,000
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $1,367,000
Preliminary Project Development {10% of total Construction/RW cost) $137,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs {15% of total Construction/RW cost) $206,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration (10% of totaf Construction/RW cost) $137,000
Contingency (20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $274,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $2,121,000
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NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE

PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Intersection #13 Jamboree Rd & Campus Dr
Mitigation: Eliminate EB Free RT lane, Add NB RT lane, Add 4th SB T lane

Date: 08/07/2007
Estimated by: S. Foster/J). McNeill

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
1__|Mobilization 10.00% $126,000
2 |Clear & Grub $10,000.00 / AC 03 $3.000
3 |Remove Striping $10.00 / LF 750 $8,000
4 |Remove Curb & Gutter $30.00 1 LF 1,050 $32,000
5  |Remove Median Curb $30.00 / LF 0 $0
6 |Remaove PCC Sidewalk §7.00 / SF 2400 $17,000
7 |Remove Pavement $4.00 / SF 1,000 $4.000
8 |Remove Wall $10.00 LF 0 $0
9 |Remove Channel $15.00 / LF 1} 30
10 |Remove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 / LF 0 $0-
11 |Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rail $70.00 | LF 0 %0
12 |Remove & Relocate Tree $3,000.00 / EA 14 $42,000
13 |Sawcut $1.00 / LF 1,050] $1,000
14 |Relocate Street Light $7,500.00 / EA 4 $30,000
15 |Relocate Traffic Signal System $300,000.00 / EA 1 $300,000
16 |Relocate Freeway Sign (2 post) $1,000.00 / EA 0 $0
17 __|Relocate Sign (1 Post) $300.00 / EA 2 $1,000
18 |Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 0 30
19 |Relocate Power Pole {(Wood) $25,000.00 / EA 3 _$75,000
20 |Relacate Power Pole (Steel) $100,000.00 [ EA 1 $100,000
21 |Relocate Catch Basin $8,000.00 / EA 0 $0
22 {Relocate Fire Hydrant $2,500.00 / EA 0 $0
23 |Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 0 $0
24  |Relocate Monument Wall $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
25 |Relocate Utility Boxes $500.00 f EA 9 $5.000
26 |Relocate Main Water Valve $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
27 |Relocate Utility Vault $3,000.00 [ EA 2 $6,000
28 |Adjust Manhole to Grade $1,500.00 / EA 7 $11,000
29 |Adjust Water Meter $500.00 f EA 8 $3,000
30 |Adjust Water Valve $500.00 f EA 0 $0
31 |Adjust Minor Above Ground Utilities $500.00¢ / EA 1 $1,000
32  [Modify Driveway ) $5,000.00 / EA 2 $10,000
33 [Earthwork j12.00 / CY 900 $11,000
34 {Construct PCC Pavement $15.00 / SF 0 30
35 {Construct AC Pavement $1400 !/ SF 14,150 $195,000
36 |Construct AC Qveray b3.00 / SF 30
37 IConstruct Slurry Seal $0.25 / SF 4,000 $1,000
38 (Construct Striping & Marking $4.00 / LF 750 $3,000
39 [Construct AC Dike $7.00 / LF 0 $0
40 |Construct Curb & Gulter $30.00 / LF 900 $27,000
41 |Construct Concrete Barrier $50.00 / LF 0 $0
42 |Construct Median Curb $20.00 / LF 0 $0
43 |Construct Median Concrete . $10.00 / SF 0 $0
44 |Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 / SF o $0
45 |Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 /. SF 1,860 $13,000
46 [Construct Access Ramp $5.000.00 / EA 4 $20,000
47  [Construct Retaining Wall $50.00 |/ SF 0 $0
48 |Construct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF 0 30
49 Construct RCB $1,00000 / LF 1] $0
50 {Construct Headwall $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
51 |Construct Concrete V-Ditch $15.00 / LF Y 30
52 |Construct Bridge Widening $600.00 / SF 0 $0
53 |Construct Parkway Landscaping/Irrigation $10.00 / SF 0 1t
54  |Construct Wall $70.00 / LF 0 $0
55  |Building/Structure Demolition {1 Story) $10.00 / SF 0 $0
56 [Traffic Control 8% 1 $74,000
57 |Drainage Items 10% 1 $100,000
58 |SWPPP Plan and implementation 6% 1 $66,000

CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $1,294,000

Right-of-Way 100 / SF 6,100 $610,000

Right-of-Way Management 5 1 % $31,000

RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $641,000

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $1,932,000
Preliminary Project Development (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $194,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs {15% of total Construction/RW cost) $290,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration (10% of total Construction/RW cost} $194,000
Contingency (20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $387,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $2,997,000
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NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE

PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Intersection #15 Campus Dr & Bristol St North
Mitigation: Add 4th NB T Lane, Add 3rd SB RT Lane, Add 5th WB T Lane

Date: 08/07/2007
Estimated by: J. McNeill

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COSsT
1__|Mobilization 10.00% $962,000
2 [Clear & Grub $10,000.00 / AC 1.0 $10,000
3 [Remove Striping $1600 / LF 1,400 514,000
4 |Remove Curb & Gutter 30,00 7 LF 3,500 $105,000
5 |Remove Median Curb 30,00 [ LF 1,060 $32,000
6 [Remove PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 14,700 $103,000
7 |Remoave Pavement 3400 / SF 0 $0
8 |Remove Wall $10.00 /7 LF 250 $3.000
9 |Remove Channel $15.00 / LF 0 $0
10 |Remove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 [/ LF 600 $30,000
11 |Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rail $7000 / LF 75 $5,000
12 |Remove & Relocate Tree $3,000.00 / EA 125 $375,000
13 |Sawcut $1.00 / LF 4,170 $4,000
14 |Relocate Street Light $7.500.00 ! EA 4 $30,000
15 |Relocate Traffic Signat System $300,000.00 / EA 2 $525,000
16 |Relocate Freeway Sign {2 post} $1,000.00 / EA o %o
17 _|Relocate Sign {1 Post) $300.00 / EA 20 $6,000
18 |Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 1 $50,000
19  |Relocate Call Box $2,000.00 / EA 0 $0
20 |Relocate Power Pole {(Wood) $25,000.00 / EA 0 $0
21 [Relocate Catch Basin $8,000.00 / EA 5 340,000
22 |Relocate Fire Hydrant $2,500.00 / EA 4 $10,000
23 |Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 1 $1,000
- 24 |Relocate Monument Wall $5,000.00 / EA 1 $5,000
25 |Relocate Utility Boxes $500.00 !/ EA 22 $11,000
26  [Relocate Main Water Valve $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
27 {Relocate Wtility Vault $3,000.00 / EA 1 $3,000
28 [Relocate Water Facility $200,000.00 / LS 1 $200,000
29 |Relocate Electrical Facility $100,00000 7 LS 1 $100,000
30 |Adjust Manhole to Grade $1.500.00 / EA i . $2,000
31 |Adjust Water Meter $500.00 / EA 12 $6,000
32 |Modify Driveway $5,000.00 7 EA 9 $45,000
33 |Earthwork $12.00 / CY 6,400 $77,000
34 |Construct PCC Pavement - $15.00 / SF 0 $0
35 [Construct AC Pavement $14.00 / SF 48,500 $679,000
36 _|Construct AC Overlay $3.00 / S&F 0 $0
37 _|Construct Slurry Seal $0.256 / SF 101,610 $25,000
38 |Construct Striping & Marking $4.00 / LF. 2,350 $9,000
38 |Construct AC Dike $7.00 / LF 0 30
40 {Construct Curb & Guiter $30.00 '/ LF 3,300 $99,000
41 {Construct Concrete Barrier $50.00 / LF 0 $0
42 {Construct Median Curb $20.00 / LF 950 $19,000
43  |Construct Median Concrete $10.00 / SF 0 $0
44 |Constnict MediaryParkway Landscaping $10.00 / SF 0 $0
45 |Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 14,700 $103,060
46 |Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA 5 $25,000
47 [Construct Retaining Wall $50.00 / SF 0 $0
48 [Construct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF 0 $0
49 |Construct RCB $1,000.00 / LF 0 $0
50 [Construct Headwall $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
61 |Construct Concrete V-Ditch $15.00 / LF 0 $0
52 _|Construct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF 7,600 $3,800,000
53 {Construct Parkway Landscapingflrrigation $10.00 / SF 26,150 $262,000
54 |Construct Wall $7000 / LF 0 50
55 |Building/Structure Pemolition {1 Story} $10.00 / SF e $66,000
56 |Traffic Control 8% 1 $550,000
57 |Drainage liems 10% 1 $743,000
58 SWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $490,600
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $9,624,000
Right-of-Way 100 / 8F 10,250 $1,025,000
Right-of-Way Management 5 1 % $51,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $1,076,000
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $10,700,000
Preliminary Project Development {10% of total Construction/RW cost) $1,070,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cost) $1,605,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $1,070,000
Contingency (20% of Total Construction/RW cost} $2,140,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $16,585,000

di\costestimates\15 campus - bristol.xls




CITY OF NEWPORT BEACH

ENGINEER'S COST ESTIMATE

] [ | [
CONSULTING JAMBOREE ROAD/SR-73 OVERCROSSING
PROJECT TOTAL
Item Estimated
Number Item Code Item Description - Unit Cost Quantities item Cost
1 EARTHWORK
1.01 074017 Prepare Water Pollution Control Plan LS $2,600 Lump Sum $2,000
1.02 074019 Prepare Storm Water Poliution Prevention Plan LS $5.000 Lump Sum $5.000
1.03 074020 Water Poliution Contral LS $31,000 Lump Sum $31,000
1.04 170101 Develop Water Supply LS $10,000 Lump Sum $10,000
1.05 190110 Lead Compliance Plan LS $10,000 Lump Sum $10,000
1.06 160101 Clearing and Grubbing LS $50,000 Lump Sum 50,000
1.07 190101 Roadway Excavation cY $25 3,500 87,500
-Subtotal- $193,500
2 ROADWAY ITEMS
2.01 153214 Rermove Concrete Curb {(Median} LF $5 1,830 $9,150
2.02 153215 Remove Concrete (Curb and Guiter) LF $8 1,330 $10,640
2.03 153218 Remove Concrete Sidewalk SF $3 11,310 $33,830
2.04 Remove Median {Hardscape Area) SF $2 5,680 $11,360
2.05 150608 Remave Chain Link Fence LF 515 45 $675
2.06 160120 Remove Tree EA $500 6 $3,000
2,07 Remove Hand Rails EA $100 2 $200
2.08 Remove Concrete (Pad and Walis) . ~ EA $350 1 $350
209 Remove Cancrete (Side Gutter) LF 38 440 33.520
210 153221 Remove Concrete Barmier & Fence LF $30 90 $2,700
211 Remove Concrete (Curb Ramp) EA $300 4 $1,200
212 150662 [Remove Metal Beam Guard Rail LF $16 420 36,300
2.13 204031 Transplant Paim Trea ) EA $3,000 4 $12,000
214 152431 Adjust Storm Drain Manhole to Grade EA $750 1 $750
2.15 Adjust Water Vault Frame and Cover to Grade EA - $2,000 2 $4,000
2.16 Relocate City Strest Light ) : EA $7.500 [} $45,000
217 Relocate Street Light Hand Hole and Conduit EA $2,800 i $17,400
2.18 Relocate Back Bay Court Sign EA $2,500 2 $5,000
219 Exist Air Release Valve Can to be adjusted to grade by IRWD EA $2,000 1 $2.000
2.20 Exist Telephone Manhole 1o be adjusted to grade by AT&T EA $1,000 1 $1,000
2.21 Exist Water Valve to be adjusted to grade by IRWD EA -§$1,000 1 $1,000
2.22 Exist Electrical Vault to be adjusted to grade by SCE EA $3.000 1 $3,000
2.23 Exist Electrical Pullbox to be adjusted to grade by SCE EA 5900 1 $900
2.24 250201 Class 2 Aggregate Subbase cY 370 30 $2,100
2.25 260201 Class 2 Aggregate Base CyY 370 560 $39.200
226 390102 Asphalt Concrete (Type A) TON $100 810 $81,000
227 390171 Asphait Concrete Base (Type A) TON $90 100 $9,000
2.28 Modified 8" Type C PCC Curb and Gutter LF $18 400 $7.200
2.29 -{8" Type C PCC Curb and Gutter LF $18 760 $13.680
2.30 8" Type B PCC Curh LF $15 1,850 $27,750
2.31 Concrete Side Gutter LF 520 45 $900
2.32 Concrete Retaining Curb and Guiter LF $60 320 $18,200
2.33 510509 Minor Conctete (Median Paving) SF $10 3.800 $38,000
2.34 731521 Minar Concrete (Sidewalk) SF 18 9,800 $78,400
2.35 731623 Minor Congrete (Curb Ramp) EA $1,000 4 $4,000
2.36 Modified Concrete Barrier (Type 26A) and Chain Link Fence LF $120 100 $12,000
2.37 839701 Concrete Barrier (Type 60) LF $75 450 $33,750
2.38 Type 6B Retaining Wall and Hand Railing EA $4060,000 i $400.000
2.39 Concrete Stairway and Hand Railing EA $50,000 1 $50,000
-Subtotfat- $994,255|
3 DRAINAGE
3.01 150820 Remove Infet EA $2,000 1 $2,000
3.02 510502 Minor Congrete {Minor Structure) cY $1,750 4 $7.000
3.03 620909 18" AP LF $250 26 $6,500
~Subtotal- $15,500
4 SPECIALTY ITEMS
4.01 074026 Termporary Mulch CF 1.00 10000 $10,000
4.02 Temporary Median Drainage Swale LS 10,000.00 1 $10,000
4.03 074028 Temporary Fiber Roll LF 5.00 5000 $25,000
4.04 074031 Temporaty Gravel Bag Berm LF 20.00 5000 $ 100,000
4.056 074041 Street Sweeping LS 50,000.00 1 $50,000
4.06 074038 Temporary Drainage Inlet Protection EA 250.00 20 $5,000
4.07 074033 Temporary Construction Entrance EA 3,000.00 2 $6.000
4.08° 074028 Temporary Fiber Roll LF $5 1000 35,000
4.09 074034 Temporary Cover SF 30 4000 $1,600
4.1 074032 Temporary Concrete Washou Facility EA $2,000 1 $2,000
4.11 Erosion Control/Hydro-seed SF - $1 15000 $15,000
4.12 200001 Highway Planting 1S $25,838 Lump Sum $25,838
4.13 204009 Plant Establishment Woerk (250 Days) (CT R/W Only} LS $12,000 Lump Sum $12,000
4,14 208731 8" CHDPE Pipe (Imigaticn Steeve) FT $24 150 $3,600
05/08/2008
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CITY OF NEWPORT BEACH

ENGINEER'S COST ESTIMATE )
JAMBOREE ROAD/SR-73 OVERCROSSING
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PROJECT TOTAL
ltem Estimated
Number ltem Code ltem Description Unit Cost Quantities ftem Cost
4.15 208000 Irrigation System LS $31,198 Lump Sum $31,198
4.16 66208 Repair Existing Irrgation System LS $500 Lump Sum 3500
417 66230 Apply Pesticides LS $500 Lump Sum 3500
4.18 999989 Mobilization LS $196,681 Lump Sum $196,681
-Subtotal- $232.479
5 TRAFFIC [TEMS
5.01 120100 Construction Traffic Control System LS $477,800 Lump Sum $177.800
5,02 Signal & Lighting tamboree Road and Bristol Street LS $80,000 Lump Sum $80,000
5.03 Signal & Lighting Jamboree Road and Bristol Street North LS $80,000 " Lump Sum $80,000
5.04 Lighting & Sign flumination LS 30 Lump Sum $0
5.05 Pavement Delineation LS $29,000 Lump Sum $29.000
5.08 Remove Existing Striping LS $8,200 Lump Sum $8,200
5.07 B61503 Modify Lighting (Bridge} LS $61,500 Lump Sum $61,500
5.08 Remove Bridge Mounted Overhead Sign LS $5,000 Linp Sum $5.000
5.09 Bridge Mounted Overhead Sign Ls $85,880 Lump Sum $85.880
5.1 Roadway. Signage LS $6,700 Lurep Sum §6.700
~Subtotal- $534,080
6 STRUCTURAL ITEMS
6.01 Jamboree Road Bridge Widening LS [ $2,000,000 Lump Sum $2,000,000
-Subtotal- $2,730,360
SUBTOTAL ROADWAY & STRUCTURAL ITEMS $4,464 695
10% Contingency $446,470
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $4,911,165
05/08/2008
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NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE
PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

" Location: Intersection #49 MacArthur Blvd & Ford Rd/Bonita Canyon Dr Date: 08/07/2007

Mitigation: Add 3rd NB RT lane, Eliminate NB Free RT lane, Add NB RT lane Estimated by: P. Chao

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
1 |Mobilization 10.00% $122,000
2 |Clear & Grub $10,000.00. / AC 0.10 $1,000
3  |Remove Striping $10.00 / LF 1,760 $18,000
4  |Remove Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF 1,230 $37,000
5 |Remove Median Curh $30.00 / LF 1,060 $32,000
6 |Remove PCC Sidewalk and Median $7.00 / SF 19,650 $138,000
7 |Remove Pavement $4.00 / SF 2,750 $11,000
8 |Remove Wall $10.00 / LF 0 %0
9 |Remove Channel $15.00 / LF 0 $0
10 |Remove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 / LF 0 $0
11 |Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rail $7000 / LF 0 $0
12 [Remove & Relocate Tree $3.000.00 / EA 0 $0
13 iSawcut $100 /7 LF 2,290 $2,000
14 |Relocate Street Light $7,500.00 / EA 5 $38,000
15 |Relocate Traffic Signhal System $300,000.00 / EA 0.5 $150,000
16 |Relocate Freeway Sign {2 post) $1.000.00 / EA 0 $0
17 _|Relocate Sign (1 Post) $300.00 / EA 3 $1,000
18 |Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 [/ EA 0 $0
19 |Relocate Call Box $2,00000 f EA 0 0
20 |Relocate Power Pole {(Wood) $25,000.00 / EA 1 $25,000
21 |Relocate Catch Basin $8,000,00 7 EA 1 $8,000
22 |Relocate Fire Hydrant $2,500,00 f EA 2 $5,000
23 |Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 0 $0
24 [Relocate Monument Wall $5.000.00 7 EA 0 $0
25 {Relocate Utility Boxes $500.00 / EA 16 $8,000
28 |Relocate Main Water Valve $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
27 [Relocate Utility Vault $3,00000 7 EA 1 $3,000
28 ]Adjust Manhole to Grade $1,500.00 / EA 5 58,000
29 {Adjust Water Meter bS500.00 / EA 0 30
30 |Adjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 0 $0
31 |Adjust Minor Above Ground Utilities $500.00 / EA ) b0
32 [Modify Driveway $5,000.00 / EA i $0
33 |Earthwark $12.00 } CY 800 $10,000
34 |Construct PCC Pavement 315.00 / SF 0 $0
35 |Construct AC Pavement 314.00 / SF 10,400 $146,000
36 |Construct AC Overlay $3.00 / SF 0 $0
37 |Construct Slurry Seal 025 / SF 117,000 $29,000
38 |Construct Striping & Marking 400 / LF 1,760 $7,000
39 [Construct AC Dike $7.00 / LF 0 $0
40 [Construct Curb & Gutter $3000 / LF 1,230 $37.000
41 [Construct Concrete Barrier $50.00 / LF 0 $0
42 |Construct Median Curb $20.00 / LF 1,060 $21,000
~ 43 |Construct Median Concrete $10.00 / SF 1,250 $13,000
44 _{Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 / SF $0
45 |Construct PCC Sidewalk ] $7.00 / SF 14,760 $103,000
46- |Consfruct Access Ramp $5.000.00 [/ EA 4 $20,000
47 _|Construct Retaining Wall $50.00 / SF ¢ $0
48 JConstruct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF o] $0
49 [Construct RCB $1,00000 / LF 0 $0
50 |Construct Headwall $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
51 |Construct Concrete V-Ditch $15.00 / LF 4] $0
52 |Construct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF 0 plt
53 _|Construct Parkway Landscaping/irrigation $10.00 / SF 0 bo
54 |Construct Wall $70.00 / LF 0 $0
55 |[Building/Structure Demolition (1 Story) $10.00 1 SF 4] $0
56 |Traffic Control 8% 1 $70,000
57 |Drainage ltems 10% 1 $94,000
58 {SWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $62,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $1,219,000
Right-of-Way . 100 [ SF 4,800 $480,000
Right-of-Way Management 5 1 % $24,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $504,000
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $1,723,000
Preliminary Project Development (10% of fotal Construction/RW cost) $173,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs {15% of total Construction/RW cost) $259,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $173,000
Contingency (20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $345,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $2,673,000
d:\costestimates\49 macarthur - ford - bonita.xis




NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE

PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Intersection #50 MacArthur Bivd & San Joaquin Hills Rd
Mitigation: Add 3rd SB LT, 3rd EB LT, EB RT, NB T, 2 WB RT, Eliminate NB RT, WB Free RT

Date: 08/07/2007
Estimated by: P. Chao/J. McNelll

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
1__|Mobilization 10.00% 1 $179,000
2 |Clear & Grub $10,000.00 / AC 0.15 $2,000
3 _]|Remove Striping $10.00 / LF 2,880 $29,000
4 {Remove Curb & Gutter $3000 ! LF 1,735 $52,000
5 {Remove Median Curb $30.00 / LF 1,415 $42,000
6 |Remove PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 18,328 $128,000
7 |Remove Pavement $4.00 / SF 1,250 $5,000
8 |Remove Wall $10.00 LF 0 30
9 |Remove Channel $15.00 /7 LF 0 b0
10 _|Remove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 / LF 0 $0
11 [Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rail $70.00 / LF 0 $0
12 |Remove & Relocate Tree $3,000.00 / EA 11 $33,000
13 |Sawcut $1.00 / LF 2,880 $3,000
14 |Relocate Street Light $7,500.00 7 EA 11 $83,000
15 |Relocate Traffic Signal System $300,000.00 / EA 1 $225,000
16 jRelocate Freeway Sign (2 post) $1,000.00 / EA 0 $0
17 _|Relocate Sign (1 Post) $300.00 / EA 8 $2,000
18 |Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 0 $0
19 |Relocate Call Box. $2,00000 / EA 0 $0

20 |Relocate Power Pole (Steel) $25,000.00 / EA 1 $25,.000
21 _|Relocate Catch Basin $8,000.00 / EA 8 $64,000
22 [Relocate Fire Hydrant $2,500.00 / EA 0 $0
23 |Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 0 $0
24 |Relocate Monument Wall $5,000.00 / EA 2 $10,000
25 |Relocate Utility Boxes $500.00 / EA 6 §3,000
26 |Relocate Main Water Valve $5,000.00 { EA 0 $0
27 |Relocate Utility Vauit $3,000.00 / EA 0 $0
28 |Adjust Manhole to Grade $1,500.00 / EA 1 $2,000
29 |Adjust Water Meter $500.00 / EA 0j - $0
30 |Adjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 8 $4.000
31 1Adjust Minor Above Ground Utilities $500.00 / EA 0 $0
32 Modify Driveway $5,000.00 [/ EA 0 50
33 |Earthwork $12.00 / CY 2779 $33,000
34 [Construct PCC Pavement $15.00 / SF 0 $0
35 [Construct AC Pavement $14.00 / SF 17,025 $238,000
36 {Construct AC Overlay $3.00 / SF 0 _ %0
37 _|Construct Slurry Seal $025 / SF 122,100 $31,000
38 |Construct Striping & Marking $4.00 7/ LF 2,880 $12,000
39 [Construct AC Dike $7.00 / LF 0 30
40 |Construct Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF 1,735 $52,000
41 |Construct Concrete Barrier $50.00 / LF 0 0
42 [Construct Median Curb §20.00 / LF 1,415 328,000
43 {Construct Median Concrete $10.00 7 SF 0 50
44 _|Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 / SF 0 $0
45 |Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 20,447 $143,000
46 _|Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA 6 $30,000
47 [Construct Retaining Wall $50.00 / SF 0 $0
48 |Construct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF 0 $0
49 |Construct RCB $1.00000 / LF 0 $0
50 |Construct Headwall $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
51 {Construct Concrete V-Ditch $15.00 / LF o 50
52 |Construct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF 0 $0
53 |Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 ¢ SF 0 $0
54 Construct Wall : $70.00 / LF 0 30
59 |Building/Structure Demolition {1 Story) $10.00 / SF 0 $0
56 |Traffic Control 8% 1 $102,000
57 |Drainags items 10% 1 $138,000
58 [SWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $91,000
) CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $1,789,000

Right-of-Way 100 / SF 12,240 $1,224,000

Right-of-Way Management 5/ % $61.,000

RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $1,285,000

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $3,074,000 |
{Preliminary Project Development (10% of total Construction/RW cost} $308,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cost) $462,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration {10% of total Construction/RW cost) $308,000
Contingency {20% of Total Construction/RW cost} $615,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $4,767,000

dicostestimates\50 macarthur - san joaquin.xls




NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE
PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Location A Coast Hwy - From Newport Boulevard to Dover Street ) Date: 08/07/2007

Mitigation: Construct Arterial Estimated by: C. Davis
DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
t__|Mobilization 10.00% $558,000
2 |Ciear & Grub $10,000.00 / AC 0.00] $0
3 iRemaove Striping $10.00 / LF Y $0
4 |Remaove Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF 5,475 $164,000
5 |Remove Median Curb $30.00 / LF 0 30
6 |Remove PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 35,270 $247.000
7 |Remove Pavement $4.00 / SF 64,710 $259,000
8 [Remove Wall $10.00 / LF 0 $0
9  [Remove Channel }15.00 [/ LF 0 30
10 |Remove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 7 LF 0 80
11 |Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rafl $70.00 / LF 0 $0
12 |Remove & Relocate Tree $3,000.00 / EA Q $0
13 |Sawcut $1.00 / LF 0 §0
14 |Install Street Light $7.500.00 / EA 40 $300,000
15 |Relocate Traffic Signal System $300,000.00 / EA 1 $300,000
16 |Relocate Freeway Sign (2 post) $1,000.00 / EA 0 $0
17 _IRelocate Sign (1 Post) ‘ $300.00 / EA 0 $0
18__|Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 0 $0
19 |Relocate Call Box $2,000.00 / EA i} $0
20 |Relocate Power Pole (Wood) $25,000.00 / EA 6 $150,000
21 |Relocate Catch Basin $8,000.00 / EA 6 $48,000
22 [Relocate Fire Hydrant $2,500.00 / EA 0 30
23 |Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 0 $0
24 |Relocate Monument Wall $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
25 |Relocate Utility Boxes $500.00 / EA 0 30
26 |Relocate Main Water Valve $5,000.00 !/ EA 0 $0
27 _|Relocate Utflity Vault $3,000.00 / EA 8 $24,000
28 |Adjust Manhole to Grade $1,500.00 7 EA 0 $0
29 [Adjust Water Meter : $500.00 [/ EA 0 30
30 jAdjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 0 $0
31 |Adjust Minor Above Ground Utilities $500.00 7 EA 0 $0
32 |Modify Driveway $5,000.00 / EA Q $0
33 |Earthwork $12.00 / CY 0 $0
34 [Construct PCC Pavement $15.00 / SF 0 $0
35 |Construct AC Pavement $14.00 / SF 70,800 $991,000
36 _|Conslruct AC Overlay $3.00 / SF g 0
37 |Construct Slurry Seal $0.25 | SF 0 $0
38 _ {Construct Striping & Marking $4.00 [ LF 5,330 $21,000
39  |Construct AC Dike $7.00 / LF 0 50
40 {Construct Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF 6,008 $180,000
41 |Construct Concrete Barrier $50.00 / LF 0 $0
42 |Construct Median Curb $20.00 / LF 13,100 $262,000
43 |Constiuct Median Concrete $10.00 / SF 7,480 $75,000
44 tConstruct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 / SF 50,000 $500,000
45 Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / 8F 46,600 $326,000
46 [Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA 0 30
47 [Construct Retaining Wall $50.00 / SF 0 $0
48 [Construct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF 0 %0
49 {Construct RCB $1,000.00 / LF 0 $0
50 |Construct Headwall $5,000.00 / EA 0 50
51 [Construct Concrete V-Ditch $15.00 / LF 0 b0
52 IConstruct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF [i] $0
53 [Consiruct Parkway Landscaping/irrigation $10.00 / SF \; $0
54 |Construct Wall $70.00 / LF 1] 30
55 |Building/Structure Demolition (1 Story) $10.00 / SF 14,000 $140,000
56 |Traffic Control 8% 1 $319,000
57 |Drainage ltems 10% 1 $431,000
58 [SWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $284,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $5,579,000
Right-of-Way 100 / SF 79,160 $7.916,000
Right-of-Way Management 5 1 % $396,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $8,312.000
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST i $13,891,000
Preliminary Project Development (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $1,380,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cost) $2,084,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $1,390,000
Contingency {20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $2,779,000° ;
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $21,534,000

dicosteslimates\a coast - newport to doverxis



NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UFPDATE

PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Location B livine Ave Date: 08/07/2007
Mitigation: Widen Irvine Ave from University Drive fo Mesa Street Estimated by: 5. Foster
DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
1 |Mobilization 10.00% {$2,000 Min) $332,000
2 {Clear & Grub $10,000.00 ! AC 0.11 $1,000
3 |Remove Striping $10.00 / LF 2,040 $20,000
4 |Remove Curb & Guiter $30.00 / LF 3,330 $100,000.
5 (Remove Median Curb $30.00 / LF 1,100 $33,000
6 [Remove PCC Sidewalk $7.00 f SF 11,580 $81,000
7 [Remove Pavement 54.00 / SF 0 S0
8 |Remove Wall $10.00 / LF 500 $5,000
9 |Remove Channel $1500 / LF Y 30
10 |Remove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 / LF 100 $5,000
11 |Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rail $70.00 / LF 0 $0
12 |Remove & Relocate Tree $3,600.00 / EA 22 366,000
13 {Sawcut $1.00 / LF 4.460 $4,500
14 iRelocale Street Light $7,500.00 / EA 6 $45,000
15 |Relocate Traffic Signai System $300,000.00 / EA 1.0 $300,000
16 |Relocate Freeway Sign (2 post) $1,000.00 / EA [1] $0
17 _|Relocate Sign (1 Post) $300.00 !/ EA 14 $4,200
18 |Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 0 $a
19 |Relocate Call Box $2,000.00 / EA 0 $0
20 _ |Relocate Power Pole $25,000.00 / EA 15 $375,000
21 iRelocate Calch Basin $8,000.00 / EA 3 $24,000
22 [Relocate Fire Hydrant $2,500.00 / EA 10 $25,000
23 {Relocate Bus Shelter $2,00000 / EA 3 $6,000
24 iRelocate Monument Sign $5,00000 [ EA 3 $15,000
25 [Relocate Utility Boxes 550000 / EA 14 $7,000
26 |Relocate Main Water Valve $5,00000 / EA 6 $30,000
27 |Relocate Ulility Vauit $3,000.00 / EA 13 $39,000
28 |Adjust Manhole to Grade $1,500.00 / EA 6 $9,000
29  [Adjust Water Meter $500.00 / EA 17 $8,500
30 |Adjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 9 $4,500
31 jAdjust Minor Above Ground Ulilities $500.00 / EA -5 $3,000
32 |Modify Driveway - -$5,000.00 / EA 10 $50,000
33 |Earthwork $12.00 / CY 4,910 $59,000
34  |Construct PCC Pavement $1500 / SF 0 $0
35 |Construct AC Pavement $14.00 / SF 39,130 $548,000
36 [Construct AC Overlay $3.00 / SF 0 $0 ]
37 [Construct Slurry Seal $0.25 1 SF 95,500 $24,000
38 | Construct Striping & Marking $400 /7 LF - 2,070 $8,000
3% |Construct AC Dike $7.00 [ LF 0 $0
40 |Construct Curb & Gutter $30.00 | LF 4,130 $124,000
41 |Construct Concrele Barrier $50.00 / LF 0 $0
42 1Consfruct Median Curb $2000 / LF ] $0
43 " |Construct Median Concrete $10.00 / SF 0 $0
44 |Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 / SF 0 504
45 |Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 32,820 $230,000 §
46 |Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA 16 $80,000
47 |Construct Retaining Wall §50.00 / SF 250 $13,000
48 [Construct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF 5 $1,000
49 Construct RCB $1,000.00 / LF 0 $0
50 |Construct Headwall $5.000.00 | EA 0 $0
51 |Construct Concrete V-Ditch $1500 / LF 0 $0
52 |Construct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF 0 $0
53 jConstruct Wall $70.00 | LF 300 $21,000
54 {Building/Structure Derolition {1 Story) $10.00 / SF 610 $6,000
55 {Traffic Control 8% 1 $190,000
56 |Drainage lems 10% 1 $256,000
57 |SWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $168,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $3,320,700
Right-of-Way 100 / SF 21,880 $2,188,000
Right-of-Way Management 5 | % $109,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $2,297,000
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $5,618,000
Preliminary Project Development (10% of total Construction/RW cast) $562,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cost) $843,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration {10% of total Construction/RW cost) $562,000
Conlingency {20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $1,124,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $8,709,000

dricostestimatestb irvine avenue {universily fo mesahxls




NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE
' PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Location C Bayside Dr & Coast Hwy Date: 08/07/2007
Mitigation: Add 4th EB T Lane Estimated by: J. McNeilt

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY CosT
1 {Mobilization 10.00% $164,000
2 IClear & Grub $10,000.00 / AC 0.25 $3,000
3 jRemove Striping $10.00 / LF 1,570 $16,000
4 {Remove Curb & Gutter $3000 / LF 1,770 $53,000
& |Remgve Median Curb $30.00 / LEF $0
6 |Remove PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 14,220 $100,000
7 |Remove Pavement $4.00 / SF 4,090 $16,000
8 |Remove Wall $10.00 / LF 380 $4,000
9 |Remove Channel $15.00 / LF 0 $0
10 {Remove/Replace Chain Link Fence $5000 / LF 0 $0
11 |Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rail $7000 / LF 0 $0
12 |Remove & Relocate Tree $3,000.00 / EA 12 $36,000
13 |Sawcut $1.00 / LF 1,770 $2,000
14 |Relocate Street Light $7.500.00 / EA 17 $128,000
15 |Relocate Traffic Signal System $300,000.00 / EA 0.5 $150,000
16 _|Relocate Freeway Sign (2 post} $1,000.00 / EA 0 $0
17 _|Relecate Sign (1 Post) $300.00 / EA 3 $1,000
18 |Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 0] - $0
19 |Reiocate Call Box $2,000.00 / EA 0 30
20 |Relgcate Power Pole (Wood) $15,000.00 / EA 0 $0
21 |Relocate Catch Basin $8,000.00 / EA 2 $16,000
22 |Relocate Fire Hydrant $2,500.00 / EA 2 $5,000
23 [Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 0 30
24  |Relocate Monument Wall $5.000.00 / EA 2 $10,000
25 |Relocate UHtility Boxes $500.00 / EA 7 $4,000
26 [Relocate Main Water Valve $5.000.06 / EA 4] 50
27 |Relocate Utility Vault $3,00000 / EA 1 $3,000
28 iAdjust Manhole to Grade $1.500.00 / EA 0 $0
29 |Adjust Water Meter $500.00 / EA 4 $2,000
30 |Adjust Water Valve $500.00 f EA 1 $1,000
31 |Adjust Minor Above Ground Utilities $500.00 / EA 0 $0
32 |Maodify Driveway $5,000.00 7 EA 4 $20,000
33 |Earthwork $12.00 / CY 1,600 $19,000
34  [Construct PCC Pavement $15.00 / SF 0 50
35 |[Construct AC Pavement $14.00 / SF 18,670 $261,000
36 [Construct AC Overlay 33.00 / SF 0 $0
37 _|Construct Slurry Seal $0.25 [ SF 0 $0
38 |Construct Striping & Marking $400 / LF 1,570 $6,000
39 iConstruct AC Dike $7.00 / LF 1] $0
40 |Construct Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF 1,700 $51,000
41 {Construct Concrele Barrier $50.00 / LF 0 $0
42 |Construct Median Curb $20.00 { LF 0 $0
43 |Construct Median Concrete $10.00 / SF 0 $0
44 |Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 / SF 0 $0
45  |Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 13,810 $97,000
46 |Construct Access Ramp $5,000,00 / EA 4 $20,000
47 _|Construct Retaining Wall $50.00 / SF 3,000 $150,000
48 tConstruct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF 0 $0
49 [Construct RCB $1,000.00 /7 LF 0 $0
50 |Construct Headwall $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
51 |Construct Concrete V-Ditch $15.00 / LF [i] 30
52 [Construct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF 1 $1,000
53 |Construct Parkway Landscaping/irrigation $10.00 / SF 0 $0
54 |Construct Wall $70.00 f LF 0 $0
55 |Building/Structure Demolition (1 Story) $10.00 / SF 0 $0
56 |Traffic Control 8% 1 $94,000
57 |Drainage ltems 10% 1 $127,000
58 {SWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $84,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL 31,644,000
Right-of-Way 100 / SF 11,750 $1,175,000
Right-of-Way Management 51 % $59,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $1,234,000
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $2,878,000
Preliminary Profect Development (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $288,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cost} $432,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration {10% of total Construction/RW cost) $288,000
Contingency (20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $576,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $4,462,000
d\costestimates'c bayside - coast xls




NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE
PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Location F Placentia Ave between Hospital Road & Supericr
Mitigation: Widen Placentia Between Hospital Rd and Superior Ave to Secondary Cross-Section

Date: 08/07/2007
Estimated by: S. Foster

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY CcOsT

1 iMobilization 10.00% 1 $164,000
2 |Clear & Grub $10,000.00 / AC 0.40 $4,000
3 |Remove Striping $10.00 / LF 950 $10,000
4 |Remaove Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF 750 $23,000
5 |Remove Median Curb $30.00 ¢ LF 0 $0
6 |Remove PCC Sidewalk §7.00 / SF 4,850 $34,000

7 |Remove Pavement 3400 [ SF 9,750 $39,00
8 |Remove Wall $10.00 / LF 0 $0
9 |Remove Channel $15.00 / LF 0 $0
10 jRemove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 /7 LF 0 $0
11 |Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rail $70.00 / LF 0 $0
12 |Remove & Relocate Tree $3,000.00 / EA 28 $84,000
13 [Sawcut $100 [/ LF 1,500 $1,500
14 |Relocate Street Light $7,500.00 / EA 8 $60,000
15  )Relocate Traffic Signal System $300,000.00 / EA 1.0 $300,000
16 [Relocate Fresway Sign (2 post) $1,000.00 / EA 0] $0
17 _|Relocate Sign (1 Post) $300.00 / EA 5 $1,500
18 |Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 7 EA 1] $0
19  |Relocate Call Box $2,000.00 / EA 0 $0
20 _|Relocate Power Fole (Wood) $25,000.00 / EA 3 $75,000
21 |Relocate Catch Basin $8,000.00 / EA 2 $16,000
22 |Relocate Fire Hydrant 52,500.00 / EA 2 $5.000
23 {Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 1] $1,000
24 {Relocate Monument Sign $5,00000 / EA 1 $5,000
25 {Relocate Utility Boxes $500.00 / EA 1 $500
26 |Relocate Main Waler Valve $5,00000 / EA 0 - %0
27 |Relocate Utility Vault $3,000.00 / EA 5 $15,000
28 |Adjust Manhole to Grade $1.500.00 / EA 2 $3,000
29  |Adjust Water Meter p500.00 / EA 2 $1,000
30 jAdjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 0 $0
31 |Adjust Minor Above Ground Utilities pS00.00 / EA 0 $0
32 [Modify Driveway $5,000.00 [/ EA 4 $20,000
33 |Earthwork $12.00 / CY 1,200 $14,000
34 [Construct PCC Pavement $15.00 / SF 0 30
35 [Construct AC Pavement $14.00 / SF | 17,850 $250,000
36 {Construct AC Overlay $3.00 / SF 0 30
37 |Construct Slurry Seal $0.25 /| SF 32,350 $8,000
38 |Construct Striping & Marking $4.00 / LF 950 $4,000
39 iConstruct AC Dike §7.00 [ LF 0 $0
40 [Construct Curb & Gutter “$30,00 / LF 1,570 $47,000
4 [Construct Concrete Barrier $50.00 / LF 0 30
42 |Construct Median Curb $20.00 7 LF 0 30
43 |Construct Median Concrete $10.00 /7 SF 0 $0
44 |Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 [ SF 0 %0
45 |[Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 18,500 $130,000
46 {Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA 4 $20,000
47 |Construct Retaining Wall $50.00 / SF 0 $0
48 |Construct Storm Drain Main $10000 / LF 0 $0
49 [Construct RCB $1,000.00 / LF 0 $0
50 Construct Headwall $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
51 |Construct Concrete V-Ditch $15.00 7 LF 0 $0
52 |Construct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF 0 g0
83 |Construct Parkway Landscaping/Irrigation $10.00 / SF 0 $0
54 |Construct Wall $70.00 / LF 0 $0
55 |Building/Structure Demgiition {1 Story} $10.00 / SF 0 $0
56 |Traffic Control 8% i $94,000
57 |Drainage ltems 10% 1 $127,000
58 ISWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $84,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $1,640,500
Right-of-Way 100 / SF 13,800 $1,380,000
Right-of-Way Management 5 1 % $69,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $1,449,000
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $3,090,000
Preliminary Project Development (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $309,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cast) $464,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $309,000
Contingency {20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $618,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $4,790,000
di\costastimatgs\f placantia avenue.xis




NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE
PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Location G 15th Street between Placentia Ave to Monrovia Date: 08/07/2007
Mitigation: Widen 15th Street to a 4 lane Secondary Cross-Section Estimated by: S. Foster

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
1 {Mobilization 10.00% $242,000
2 jClear & Grub $10,000.00 / AC 1 $5,000
3 {Remove Striping $10.00 [ LF 1,270 $13,000
4 {Remove Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF 1,270 $38,000
5 {Remove Median Curb $30.00 / LF o $0
6 {Remove PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 260 $2,000
7 1Remove Pavement $4.00 / SF 14,100 -$56,000
8 {Remove Wall $10.00 / LF 510 $5,000
9 {Remove Channel $1500 / LF 0 30
10 {Remove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 [ LF 600 $30.000
11 {Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rail $70.00 / LF 0 $0
12 |Remove & Relocate Tree $3,000.00 / EA 10 $30,000
13 |Sawcut $1.00 / LF 1,270 $1,300
14 |Relocate Street Light $7.500.00 / EA 2 $15,000
15 |Relocate Traffic Signal System $300,00000 / EA 0.5 $150,000
16 |Relocate Freeway Sign (2 post) $1,000.00 / EA 0 $0
17 _|Relocate Sign (1 Post) $300.00 / EA 3 $900
18 |Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 0 30
19 |Relocate Call Box $2,000.00 / EA 0 $0
20 [Relocate Power Pole (wooden) $25,000.00 / EA 10 $250,000
21 |Relocate Catch Basin $8.000.00 / EA 2 $16,000
22 {Relocate Fire Hydrant $2.500.00 / EA 1 $2,500
23 {Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 0 30
24 {Relocate Monument Sign $5.000.00 / EA 0 $0
25 |Relocate Utiiity Boxes $500.00 / EA 0 30
26 |Relocate Main Water Valve $5,000.00 / EA 1 $5.000
27 |Relocate Utility Vault $3,000.00 / EA 1 $3,000
28 |Adjust Manhole to Grade $1,500.00 / EA 5 $8,000
29 |Adjust Water Meter $500.00 / EA 9 $4,500
30 [Adjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 0 50
31 |Adjust Minor Above Ground Utilities $500.00 / EA 0 $0
32 [Modify Driveway $5,000.00 / EA 1 $5,000
33 |Earthwork $12.00 / CY 3,200 $38,000
34 |Construct PCC Pavement $15.00 / SF 0 : 50
35 [Construct AC Pavement $14.00 / SF 30,100 $421,000
36 [Construct AC Overlay 33.00 / SF 0 $0
37 [Construct Siurry Seal $0.25 |/ SF 49,230 $12,000
38 |Construct Striping & Marking 3400 / LF 1,270 $5.000
39 {Construct AC Dike $7.00 / LF 0 $0
40 ;Construct Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF 1,310 $39,000
41 |Construct Concrete Barmier $50.00 / LF 0 $0
42 |Censtruct Median Curb $20.00 / LF 1] $0
43 |Construct Median Concrete $10.00 / SF 0 $0
44 |Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping $§10.00 7 SF 0 $0
45 |Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 10,000 $70,000
46 [Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA 4 $20,000
47 [Construct Retaining Wall $5000 / SF 0 $0
48 |Construct Storm Drain Main $10000 / LF 0 $0
48 |Construct RCB 51,000.00 / LF 0 b0
50 [Construct Headwall b5.000.00 / EA 0 $0
51 |Construct Concrete V-Ditch $15.00 / LF 0 $0
52 |Construct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF 0 $¢
53 [Construct Parkway Landscaping/Imigation $10.00 / SF 0 $0
54 |Construct Wall $70.00 / LF 510 $36,000
55 |Building/Structure Demolition (Mobile Horme) $30,000.00 / EA i5 $450,000
§6 | Traffic Control 8% 1 $138,000
57 |Drainage ltems 10% 1 $187,000
58 {SWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $123,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $2,421,200
Right-of-Way 100 / SF 13,050 $1,305,000
Right-of-Way Management 51 % $65,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $1,370,000
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $3,792,000
Preliminary Project Development (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $380,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cost) $569,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration {10% of total Construction/RW cost) $380,000
Contingency (20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $759,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $5,880,000

Newport Beach Intersections.xls
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NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE
PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Location H MacArthur Blvd between Sty of San Miguel to Coast Hwy
Mitigation: Narrow median on MacArthur Blvd to provide a 6-lane Major

Date: 08/07/2007
Estimated by: J. McNeill

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
1 |Mobilization 10.00% 1 $172,000
2 |Clear & Grub $10,000.00 / AC 0.90 $9,000
3 |Remove Striping $10.00 [ LF 2,441 $24.000
4 {Remove Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF 0 $0
5  {Remove Median Curh $30.00 / LF 5,300 $159,000
6 [Remove PCC in Median $7.00 / SF 14,365 5101000
7 |Remove Pavement $4.00 / SF 3.201 $13,000
8 |Remove Wall $10.00 / LF 0 $0
9 |Remove Channel $15.00 / LF 0 $0
10 |Remove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 / LF 0 b0
11 |Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rail $70.00 / LF 0 $0
12 _|Remove & Relocate Tree $3,000.00 / EA 0 $0
13 |Sawcut $1.00 / LF 3,760 $3,800
14 |Relocate Street Light $7,500.00 / EA 0 30
15 _{Relocate Traffic Signal System $300,000.00 / EA 0.0 30
16 |Relocate Freeway Sign (2 post) $1.00000 / EA 4 $4,000
17 _|Relocate Sign (1 Post) $300.00 / EA 4 $1,200
18 |Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 0 30
19 |Reiocate Call Box $2,000.00 / EA 0] 30
20 [Relocate Power Pole $15,000.00 !/ EA 0 $0
21 {Relocate Catch Basin 38,000.00 / EA 1 $8,000
22 |Relocate Fire Hydrant $2,500.00 / EA 0 $0
23 [Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 0 $0
24 |Relocate Monument Sign $5.000.00 / EA 0 $o
25 |Relocate Lhility Boxes $500.00 / EA 0 $0
26 |Relocate Main Water Valve $5,000.00 / EA 0 30
27 [Relocate Utility Vault $3,000.00 / EA 3 $9,000
28 [Adjust Manhole to Grade $1,500.00 /| EA 1 §2,000
29  |Adjust Water Meter $500.00 / EA 0 $0
30 jAdjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 0 $0
31 |Adjust Minor Above Ground Utilities bS00.00 / EA 0 0
32 |Modify Driveway $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
33 |Earth Work $12.00 / CY 4,450 $53,000
34 |Construct PCC Pavement $15.00 / SF i} $0
35 IConstruct AC Pavement $14.00 / SF 42,357 $593,000
36 [Construct AC Overlay $3.00 / SF 0 30
37 [Construct Slurry Seal 3025 / SF 0 $0
38 _[Construct Striping & Marking $4.00 / LF 2,367 $9.000
39 |Construct AC Dike $7.00 / LF 0 0
40 |[Construct Curb & Guiter $30.00 / LF 0 %0
41 {Construct Concrete Bamier $50.00 / LF 0 $0
42 ° |Construct Median Curb $20.00 / LF 4,252 $85,000
43 |Construct Median Concrete $10.00 / SF 12,917 $129,000
44 [Ceonstruct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 / 'SF 2,772 $28,000
45 [Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 0 $0
46 |Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
47 |Construct Retaining Wall $50.00 / SF 0 $0
48 [Construct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF 0 b0
49 |Construct RCB 31,000.00 / LF 0 $0
50 |Construct Headwall 5,000.00 7 EA 0 30
51 {Construct Concrete V-Ditch $15.00 / LF 0 $0
52 {Construct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF 0 $0
53 |Construct Parkway Landscaping/lrrigation $10.00 / SF 0 $0
54  (Construct Wall $70.00 / LF 0 $0
55 _|Building/Structure Demolition (1 Stary) $10.00 / SF 0 $0
56 [Traffic Control 8% 1 $98,000
57 |Drainage Items 10% 1 $133,000
58 |[SWPPP Plan and Implementation - 5% 1 $88,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $1,722,000
Right-of-Way 100 / SF $0
Right-of-Way Management 5§ | % $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $0
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $1,722,000
Preliminary Project Development {10% of total Construction/RW cost) $173,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cost) $259,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $173,000
Contingency (20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $345,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $2,672,000




NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM LUPDATE

PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Location J Bluff Rd & 17th Street

Mitigation: Add NB Right Turn, NB Left Tum, WB Thru, WB Left Tum, EB Thru Right

Date: 08/07/2007

Estimated by: P. Chao

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
1 |Mobilization 10.00% $96,000
2 |Clear & Grub $10,000.00 / AC 1.00 $10,000
3 |Remaove Striping §10.00 / LF 0 $0
4 |Remove Curb & Gutter $3000 /7 LF 0 $0
5 [Remove Median Curb $30.00 / LF 0 $0
6 tRemove PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 0 $0
7 |Remove Pavement $400 / SF 0 $0
8 |Remove Wall $10.00 LF 0 $0
9 |Remove Channel $15.00 / LF 0 $0
10 |Remove/Replace Chain Link Fencge $50.00 / LF 0 $0
11 |Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rail $70.00 / LF 0 $0
12 {Remove & Relocate Tree $3,000.00 / EA 0 $0
13  |Sawcut $1.00 / LF 60 $0
14 |Relocate Street Light $7,500.00 / EA 0 $0
15 |Relocate Traffic Signal System $300,000.00 / EA 0 $0
16 |Relocate Freeway Sign (2 post) $1,000.00 / EA 0 $0
17__tRelocate Sign {1 Post) $300.00 / EA 0 $0
18 [Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 0 30
19 |Relocate Call Box $2,000.00 / EA 0 $0
20 |Relocate Power Pale $15,000.00 / EA 0 $0
21 |Relocate Catch Basin $8,000.00 f EA 0 $0
22 |Relocate Fire Hydrant $2,500.00 [/ EA 0 $0
23 |Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA i} 30
24 [Relocate Monument Wall $5,000.00 / EA 1] $0
25 |Relocate Ultility Boxes $500.00 / EA 0 $0
26 IRelocate Main Water Valve $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
27 |Relocate Utility Vault $3,00000 [/ EA Q $0
28 |Adjust Manhole to Grade $1,500.00 / EA 0 $0
29 |Adjust Water Meter $500.00 / EA 0 $0
30 JAdjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 0 $0
31 Adjust Minor Above Ground Utilities - $500.00 / EA 0 $0
32 |Modify Driveway $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
33 |Earthwork $1200 / CY 3,600 $43,000
34  |Construct PCC Pavement $15.00 / SF 0 $0
35 jConstruct AC Pavement $14.00 / SF 33,400 $468,000
36 _jConstruct AC Overlay $3.00 / SF 0 30
37 |Construct Slurry Seal $0.25 1 SF 0 $0
38 |Construct Striping & Marking $4.00 / LF 750 $3,000
39 |[Construct AC Dike $7.00 / LF 0 50
40 [Construct Curb & Gutter $30.00 /) LF 1,400 $42,000
41 |Construct Concrete Barrier $5000 ¢ LF 0 $0
42  [Construct Median Curb $20.00 / LF 80 $1.000
43 [Construct Median Concrete 510.00 [ SF 100 $1,000
44 . |Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 / SF 100 $1,000
45 1Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 [/ SF 14,300 $100,000
46 |Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA 4 $20,000
47 |Construct Retaining Wall $50.00 / SF 0 30
48 |Construct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF 0 50
49  [Construct RCB $1,000.00 / LF 0 b0
50 jConstruct Headwall $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
51 |Construct Concrete V-Ditch $15.00 / LF 0 $0
52 [Construct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF 0 $0
53 |Construct Parkway Landscaping/lrrigation $10.00 / SF 0 $0
54 {Construct Wall $70.00 / LF 0 b0
55 |Building/Structure Demelition {1 Story) $10.00 / SF 2 $0
56 |Traffic Control 8% 1 $55,000
57 |Drainage items 10% 1 $74.000
58 |SWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $49,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $963,000
Right-of-Way 100 / SF 47,700 $4,770,000
Right-of-Way Management 51 % $239,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $5,009,0060
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $5,972,000
Preliminary Project Development {10% of total Construction/RW cost) $598,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs {15% of total Construction/RW cost) $896,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $598,000
Cantingency (20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $1,195,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $9,259,000

di\costestimatesyj bluff - 17th.xis




NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE
' PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Location K Bluff Road Extension
Mitigation: Construct Bluff Road as a Primary from 17th St to Coast Hwy

Date: 08/07/2007
Estimated by: P. Chao

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
1 |Mobilization 16.00% $952,000
2 |Clear & Grub $10,000.00 / AC 15.20 $152,000
3 IRemove Striping ) $10.00 / LF 0 30
4 IRemove Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF 0 50
5 {Remove Median Curb $30.00 / LF 0 $0
6 |Remove PCC Sidewalk $7.00 | SF 1] 30
7 |Remove Pavement $4.00 / SF 0 0
8 |Remove Wall $10.00 /7 LF i} $0
9 |Remove Channel $1500 / LF 0 50
10 |Remove/Reptace Chain Link Fence $50.00 / LF 0 %0
11 |Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rait $70.00 / LF 0 $0
12 IRemove & Relocate Tree $3,000.00 / EA 0 $0
13 |Sawcut $1.00 / LF 0 $0
14 |Relocate Street Light $7,500.00 / EA 0 50
16 _|Relocate Traffic Signat System $300,000.00 / EA 0 30
16 |Relocate Freeway Sign (2 post) $1,000.00 / EA 0 $0
17 |Relocate Sign (1 Post) $300.00 / EA i} $0
18 |Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 0 50
19 |Relocate Call Box $2,000.00 / EA 0 %0
20 |Relocate Power Pole $15,000.00 / EA 0 30
21 |Relocate Catch Basin $8,000.00 / EA 0 $0
22 |Relocate Fire Hydrant $2,500.00 / EA 0 $0
23 [Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 0 30
24 IRelecate Monument Wall $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
25 |Relocate Utility Boxes $500.00 / EA 0 30
26 {Relocate Main Walter Valve $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
27 _|Reiocate Utility Vault $3,000.00 / EA ] $0
28  |Adjust Manhole lo Grade $1,50000 / EA 0 $0
29  |Adjust Water Meter $500.00 / EA 0 $0
30 [Adjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 1] $01]
31 |Adjust Minor Above Ground Utilities $500.00 / EA 0 50
32  |Modify Driveway ' $5,000.00 / EA 0 §0
33 |Earthwork () $100.00 / LF 4,600 $460,000
34 |Construct PCC Pavement $1500 / SF 0 $0
35 [Construct AC Pavement $14.00 / SF 312,800 $4,379,000
36 {Construct AC Overlay $3.00 / SF 0 30
37 _|Construct Slurry Seal $0.25 / SF 0 30
38 |Construct Striping & Marking $400 / LF 4,600 $18,000
39 |Construct AC Dike §7.00 / LF 0 $0
40 |Construct Cuth & Gutter $30.00 / LF 9,200 $276,000
41  tConstruct Concrete Barrier §5000 / LF 0 $0
42 {Construct Median Curb $20.00 / LF 9,200 $184,000
43 |Construct Median Concrete $10.00 / SF 970 $10,000
44 [Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 / SF 68,350 $683,000
45 [Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 92,000 $644,000
46 |Construct Access Ramp “$5,000.00 / EA H $0
47 |Construct Retaining Wall $50.00 / SF 0 30
48 |Construct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF 0 30
49  |Construct RCB $1,000.00 [/ LF 0 b0
50 {Construct Headwall $5,000.00 / EA 0 b0
51 iConstruct Concrete V-Ditch $15.00 7 LF 0 $0
52 [Construct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF 0 $0
53 _|Construct Parkway Landscaping/irrigation $10.00 / SF 0 $0
54 |Construct Wal) $70.00 / LF 0 $0
55 _ |Bulding/Structure Demalition (1 Story) $10.00 ! SF 0 $0
56 {Traffic Control 8% 1 $544,000
57 [Drainage Hems 10% 1 $735,000
58 |SWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $485,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $9,522,000
Right-of-Way 100 / SF 468,200 $46,820,000
Right-of-Way Management 5 | % $2,341,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $49,161,000
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $58,683,000
Prefiminary Project Development (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $5,869,000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cost) $8,803,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration {10% of total Construction/RW cost} $5,869,000
Contingency (20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $11,737,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $90,961,000

NOTE: (*) The Unit Price of Earthwork of $160.00/LF is based on 104 ft of road width from RW to RV, average depth of 10 ft for cut and fill

and $2.50/CY

d:\costestimatesik bluff extension.xls




NEWPORT BEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE
PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Newport Blvd & Coast Hwy i Date: 1/17/2008
Mitigation: Add 3rd EB T [ane, Add 4th WB T lane, Modify Old Newport Bivd connection ‘Estimated by: T. Keith

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
1 |Mobilization 10.00% 1 $797,000
2 [Clear & Grub $10,00000 ! AC : 1.2 $12,000
3 {Remove Striping $10.00 / LF 3,840 $38,000
4 [Remove Curb & Gutter $30.00 ! LF 7,460 $224,000
5 |Remove Median Curb $30.00 / LF 975 $29,000
6 |Remove PCC Sidewalk $7.00 !/ SF £2,700 $439,000
7 |Remove Pavement $400 ! SF 108,540 $434,000
8 |Remove Wall $10.00 / LF 565 36,000
3 |Remove Channet $15.00 / LF [i] 30
10 {Remove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 [ LF [1] ‘ $0
11 {Reconstruct Metat Bearn Guard Rail $70.00 / LF 0 $0
12 IRemove & Relocate Tree $3.000.00 / EA 45 $138,000
13 |Sawcut $1.00 / LF 6,060 $6,000
14 _|Relocate Street Light $7,500.00 / EA 20 $150,000
15 IRelocate Traffic Signat System $300,000.00 / EA 1.5 $450,000
16 _Relocate Freeway Sign {2 post) $1,000.00 / EA 4 $4,000
17 _[Relocate Sign {1 Post) $300.00 / EA 51 $15,000
18 {Remove Overhead Sign $5,000.00 / EA 2 $10,000
19 |Relocate Cali Box $2,000.00 / EA 1] $0
20 |Relocate Power Pole - $25,000.00 [ EA 0 $0
21 |Relocate Catch Basin $8,000.00 / EA 23 $184,000
22 |Relocate Fire Hydrant $2,500.00 / EA 3 $15,000
23 [Relocate Bus Bench 3600.00 ! EA 1 $1,000
24 [Relocate Monument Wall $5,000.00 / EA 2 $10,000
25 IRelocate Utility Boxes $500.00 !/ EA 0 $0
26 |Relocate Main Water Valve $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
27 |Relocate Utility Vault $3,000.00 [/ EA 0 $0
28 |Adjust Manhole fo Grade $1,500.00 / EA 0 $0
29 |Adjust Water Meter $500.00 / EA 0 $0
30 |Adjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 0 $0
31 |Adjust Minor Above Ground Utilities $500.00 /- EA 0 30
- 32 |Modify Driveway $5,000.00 / EA 10 $50,000
33 |Earthwork $12.00 / CY 16,320 $196,000
34 |Construct PCC Pavement $15.00 / SF 0 $0
35 {Censtruct AC Pavement $14.00 / SF 129,700 $1,816,000
36 |Consiruct AC Overlay $3.00 / SF 1] - 30
37 |Construct Slurry Seal $0.25 / SF 234,800 $59,000
38 |Construct Striping & Marking : $4.00 !/ LF 5,830 $23,000
39 |Constuct AC Dike $7.00 J LF 0 $0
40  Construct Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF 9,135 $274,000
41 |Construct Concrete Barrier $50.00 [ LF 0 $0
42 |Construct Median Curb . $20.00 f LF 765 $15,000
43 |Constryct Median Concrete $10.00 / SF 4,885 $49,000
44 |Construct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 / SF 0 $0
45 |Construct PCC Sidewalk - $7.00 / SF 44,325 $310,000
46 Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA 19 395,000
47 |Construct Retaining Wall $50.00 / SF 9,950 $498,000
48 |Construct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF 0 $0
" 49 [Construct RCB $1,00000 / LF 0 $0
50 |Construct Headwall $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
51 [Construct Concrete V-Ditch $15.00 / LF 0 30
82 _|Consfruct Bridge Widening $500.00 / SF 0 $0
53 |Construct Parkway Landscaping/irrigation $10.00 / SF 43,690 $437,000
54  |Construct Wall $70.00 / LF 0 $0
55 _{Building/Structure Demclition {1 Story) $10.00 / SF fi $0
56 {Traffic Control 8% 1 $479,000
57 |Drainage ltems 5% 1 $299,000
58 |SWPPFP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 406,000
59  jUtility Allowance 5% 1 $299,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $8,267,000
Right-of-Way - $100.00 / SF 5,250 $525,000
Right-of-Way Management . 5 /I % $26,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL . $551,000
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $8,818,000
Preliminary Project Development {10% of total Construction/RW cost) $882.000
Design Engineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cost) $1,323,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration (10% of total Construction/RW cost) $882,000
Contingency (20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $1,764,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $13,669,000
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NEWPORT bEACH FAIRSHARE FEE PROGRAM UPDATE

PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Location: Location M Pedestrian Overcrossings - Coast Hwy
Mitigation: Construct 6 Pedestrian Overcrossings

Date: 08/07/2007
Estimated by: C. Davis

DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT PRICE QUANTITY COST
1 Mobilization 10.00% $5,037,000
2  |Clear & Grub $10,000.00 /7 AC 0.00 50
3 |Remove Striping $1000 / LF 0 $0
4 |Remove Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF 0 %0
5 |Remove Median Curb p30.00 / LF Q 30
6 |Remove PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 0 30
7 |Remove Pavement $4.00 / SF 0 30
8 |Remove Wall $10.00 / LF 1 $0
9 [Remove Channel §15.00 / LF ] $0
10 |Remaove/Replace Chain Link Fence $50.00 / LF 0 $0
11 |Reconstruct Metal Beam Guard Rail $70.00 / LF ] $0
12 {Remove & Relocate Tree $3.000.00 / EA 0 50
13 {Sawcut $1.00 / LF [} $0
14 |Relocate Street Light $7.500.00 1 EA 0 $0
15 |Relocate Traffic Signal System $300,000.00 / EA 0 $0
168 |Relocate Freeway Sign (2 post) $1,000.00 / EA 8] 0
17 _|Relocate Sign (1 Post) $300.00 / EA 0 0
18 |Reconstruct Overhead Sign $50,000.00 / EA 0 b0
19 |Relocate Call Box $2,00000 / EA 0 50
20 |Relocate Power Pole (Wood) $25,000.00 / EA 0 $0
21 |Relocate Catch Basin $8.000.00 / EA 0 $0
22 |Relocate Fire Hydrant b2,500.00 / EA ] $0
23 |Relocate Bus Bench $600.00 / EA 0 $0
24 |Relocate Monument Wall $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
25 |Relocate Utlity Boxes $500.00 / EA 0 $0
26 |Relocate Main Water Valve $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
27 |Relocate Utility Vault $3,000.00 / EA O $0
28 JAdjust Manhole to Grade $1,500.00 / EA 0 $0
29 JAdjust Water Meter $500.00 / EA 0 $0
30 |Adjust Water Valve $500.00 / EA 0 $0
31 _|Adjust Minor Above Ground Utilities $500.00 / EA 0 $0
32 |Modify Driveway $5,000.00 / EA 0 $0
33 |Earthwork $12.00 / CY 0 30
34 |Construct PCC Pavement $15.00 / SF 0 30
35 |Censtruct AC Pavement $14.00 / SF 1] $0
36 [Construct AC Overlay $3.00 / SBF 0 $0
37 [Construct Slurry Seal $0.25 / SF - 0 50
38 |Conslruct Striping & Marking $4.00 / LF 0 %0
39 iConstruct AC Dike $7.00 / LF 0 $0
40 [Construct Curb & Gutter $30.00 / LF i) 50
41 [Construct Concrete Barrier $50.00 / LF i} ]
42 |Construct Median Curb $20.00 / LF 0 30
43  |Construct Median Concrete $10.00 / SF Q $0
44  |Consfruct Median/Parkway Landscaping $10.00 / SF ¢ $0
45 |Construct PCC Sidewalk $7.00 / SF 1] -0
46 [Construct Access Ramp $5,000.00 / EA ] 50
47 _|Construct Retaining Wall $50.00 / SF 0 $0
48  {Construct Storm Drain Main $100.00 / LF 0 ]
49 {Construct RCB $1,000.00 / LF 0 $0
50 {Construct Headwall $5.000.00 / EA 0 0
51 [Construct Concrete V-Ditch $15.00 /7 LF 0 30
52 Canstruct Bridge Widening $50000 / SF 0 $0
53 {Construct Parkway Landscaping/lrrigation $10.00 1 SF 0 50
54 {Construct Wall $70.00 / LF 0 30
55 {Pedestrian Overcrossing $6,000,000.00 / EA [ $36,000,000
56 |Traffic Control 8% 1 $2,880,000
&7 |Drainage ltems 10% 1 3,888,000
58 |SWPPP Plan and Implementation 6% 1 $2.566,000
CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $50,371,000
Right-of-Way 160 / SF $0
Right-of-Way Management S I % $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY SUBTOTAL $0
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION & RIGHT-OF-WAY COST $50,371,000
Preliminary Project Development (10% of total ConstructioryRW cost) $5,038,000
]Design Engineering/Administration Costs (15% of total Construction/RW cost) $7,556,000
Construction Engineering Costs/Administration {(10% of total Construction/RW cost) $5,038,000
Contingency (20% of Total Construction/RW cost) $10,075,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $78,078,000
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